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The PREFACE. 


HE Author of this Piece was one Mot © | 
ſheur de Rodon, Philoſophy Profeſſor 


in the Royal Collkedge at Niſmes, a 


was ſuppreſt by the command of Authority, pro- 


ibiting all perſons to keep any of them, upon. T 
Pw nt Phat ſevere penalties ; and ſuch Copies 
s& could be found, were publickly burnt by the © 
mg-man, about 1660. Whereupon the poor Gen- | 


leman, for fear of being c:ndemmed to keep com: 


any with bs Books, WAS forced to fly to Geneva, 
here he nof long after dyed. The(z ſeverities F 


f our Adverſaries bring to my remembrance 


vetled their Party, than any one Piece that ever 
as. extant in France ſince the Reformation of 
Religion thre. Whether that be a miſtake, 7 
now not ; | but this 1 dare affirm, That though 
any famous men of that Kingdom have, in the. 
nemor } of. the Age be written Very I martly a ainſt 
be Romilh Hereſies, yet there xs not one ff thens 
thoſe Perſon and Writings have bad ſuch hard 
aſure. Whence it dppears, that, our Author 

bus very. Enemies being  Tudges ) hath made 
A 2 | good 


| City of Languedoc mFrance,where -. 
was written. Butt as ſoon as it was Printed, 


'N 


bat. a learned and” ingenious Frenchman onee.s\.. 
old me, viz. That this (mall Trat bath more 
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The Preface. 


good what he undertook, viz. He hath deſtroyed 


1 _ that great Diana the Maſs, and hath alſo, by 


way of prevention, deſtroyed. all the Arguments 
Kh #7 "by _ the Romiſk Dofors for this re-F* 


# | farting of her : which bahath 


..» 


ſo well performed, t 
of them, hath dared” ſo. much as to attempt to re-ff 
vive ber, by anſuering his Book; ſo that here 
you may ſee her laid in her Grave, without hope 
of Reſurret;jon: and therefore the Book, may wery, 
fully be termed, The Funeral of the Maſs ; and 
conſequently., The Funeral of Romiſh Hereſies 


- and Idelatries, as the Author well obſerves, Por 


the truth «s, the Maſs. and the Romiſh Religt- 
on are almoſt convertible Terms ; ſo that if the 
former be deſtroyed, the latter muſt vaniſh imoÞ 
its firſ® Nothing : and therefore our Author ha- 
wing deftroyed the Mals, hath deſtroyed the thih 

called Popery toc. As for the monſtrous Ab- 
{erdities and Rlaſphemics which flow from this 
»%e Romiſh Dottrine. of the Sacrifice of the Maſs, 
they would. fill whole Vollumes; but I ſhall ccn- 
rept my ſelf ro ſay, That the Maſs conſiſts of 
ore groſs and. abominable Superſtitios, Phana- 
ticiſras, and Tdolatries, than ever have. been be-Y © 
lieved or praiſed by the moſt ignorant Pagans, 
what the Tenets of the Romaniſts are, and' 
hat their. Praflices have been in reference to 
Proteſtant Magiſtrates and People, woful and 


ad | 


at to this.very day, not one 


y 145. AI 


| | e - SAR ' 
ad experience hath. (uffciently taught the World. 
ſhall\only add, That they are as pernicious to 
pur Bodies and Eſt ates as their Heretical Do&rines, 
end Idolatrons Serwices are to our Sculs, And 
ſ$cn/equently,.to introduce Popery into thus King- 
Bow, 23uld b: an att as unpolitick as Anti-cbri- 
Mtian, as hath been demonſtrated in that incom- 
4 
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parable Piece, entituled, The Eſtabliſhed Re- 
ligion, in.oppoſition to Popery. But becauſe 
I know not by what ſtrange infatuation or enchant- 
Went; or rather by 20hat wonderful Fudgement 
Yof God) this monſtrous, abſurd, and deſtrufFive _ 
$(ſp2ll I call it?) Rel gion prevails amongſt.s, 1 
Be bought good to Engliſh and.Print this ſmall Trea- 
tiſe, as the beſt Antidote againſt Pagery ( the 
WHoby Scripture excepted”) that ever T read; and 
for ought I know, it i not inferiour to'the beſt of 
this kind that ever ws yet extant : to which 0- 
pinion the harſh uſage it hath had from our Ad- 
ver[aries, as afore/aid, doth certainly give Mo 
8 /mall teſtimony. -But I know that the Holy Scrip- 
ture it ſelf cannot profit, except God be pleaſed to 
give hu Bleſſing, much leſs can this Book: and 
I berefore I earneſtly beſeech bim, That he would 
make it proſperons and ſucceſsful, for the good of 
Souls; and if -any ſhall receive benefit by it, 
I deſire them to give him all the glory, and 
then I ſhall th.nk my ſelf infinitely recompenſed fir 


Jy pams tranſlating it. 
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Concerning the Expoſition of theſe words, This 
* 1s my Body. 


H E Romaniſts are wont to tellus, 
that theſe words of Jeſus Chriſt, 
This is. my Body, are ſo- clear to | 
prove the heal Preſence of. 
Chriſts Pody in the Hoſt, and : 
conſequently to prove Tranſubſtantiation 
(or the ſubſtantial converſion of the Bread 
into Chriſts Fody) that they are amazed we 
cannot perceive ſo manifeſt a truth. Againſt 
which I form this Argument : He that ſpeaks 
A 4 con- 
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thus'prove. ' There was never amy 


-. Either ſacred, or praphane that made uſe of 
{uch words as theſe, This is my Body, tolig. 
nifie the ſubſtantial zonveefſion of one thing 
into another ; or to ſignifie the real preſence} 

--0t.a thing immedintely. after the $pregem. 
cing of them, and not before. -Qntheton- 


trary, there was never any man that 


ule them to” fignifre, :thar' the thing'was al 
ready*hat which it was:faid to:be. For ex-| 


ample ; When God.the Father, ſpea 
Jeſns'Chrift, faid, rhisirs -my belowed 
i5--certain that Jeſus :Chritt was the 


'Ged before God faid it; and'in common 
uſage itis never ſaid this is:that, except the 
thing befſo-before it'is ſaid to beſo. For-ex- 


"ample; We do not ſay This 45 a Table, 
that, which he means by thg-word 7h 


contrary-to-the uſage of all the world, an; 
takes words otherwile than all other men dc 
.muſt without doubt, ſpeak very obſcurely 
-*Bur if Jeſus Chriſt by theſe words, This is 
Body, had meantthe-xeahprefencc-of his- B 
dy-in the \Hoſt{as the Rexwiſh Doctgrs afert 
and conſequently had meant the fubſtanti 
converſjon of the Bread -into his Body, hi 
had ſpoken contrary to the common uſag; 
of all che World, and hath taken the word 
otherwiſe than all other -men do, which | 


Autho! 


didnot 


king of 
$2, it} 


Son of! 
C 
{ 
before © '* 
is, be a 


Table. 


; (4% 

Tahle. Thereforc -itis contrary:to.the.com- 
mon ſtile of all Authors, as well ſacred as pro- 
phane,and contrary to the:-common uſage of” 
all men; to make theſe words of Jeſus Chrilt, 
This is my Body, to {ignihe the ſubſtantial .can- 
- @vcrlion of the Bread into. Chrilts Body, .and 

| r Ui preſence of his Bady:in-the klo't i3m- 


| iately after the pronouncing of them-by 
the Prieſt, ;and-not.before. Seeing then that 
& Jeſus Chriſt, when he ſaid, 7his is my Bady, did . 
not ſpeak-contrary to the comman af og 
allthe World, and did not take the words . ! 
,4 otherwiſethan all other mendo, it neceſfagily. 
follows that theſe wards af Jeſus Chriſt, Zhzs . 
4s my Body,do not ſignifie the ſubſtantial con- 
verſion of the Bread into Chriſts Body,..nor - 
the real preſence of Chrilts Body .in:th&Haſt 
| immediately after the Pcie!t hath pronoun- 
| cedthem, and not. before. And chi beings, 
the Roh Doors muſtſeek ſame other pal-. 
lagesof Scripture, . than this, This,is my\Body, * 
qto.prove fuch a-converſion, .and ſuch a ,pre- 
4 {nce : and Reing they.can;tind none, ] con- 
clude that fuch.a converſion,;and Jucha pre- - 
ſerice, have no foundation in holy Scriptage. 
2. ;That which I have :{aid .concerning 
common uſage is faunded. on ,this.,reaſpn, 
viz, becauſe things-mult be befare therecan 
be anyiImage, Picture, or Repreſentation gi 
AF the n 


(4) 

- "them, and conſequently Images are afte 
- the things, "whereof they are Images : Brut 

-words are the Images of cenceptions, 

- conceptions the Images of things : "There 
fore things are ſuch before we can really con 

- _ Ceive themto be ſuch, and we conceive the 
IF - to be ſuch, befoft we can fay they are ſuch 
* - "Therefore that which Jeſus Chriſt held, and 
| "© gave to his Diſciples, expreſſed by the word 
 '7hb&, was his body, before he conceived that 
it was his body, and he conceived that it 
"was his body, before he faid-7Th xs my Body 
-and conſequently it-is not by vertue of thelc 
. * words, Thx is my Body, that that which Je- 
-fus Chriſt gave to his Diſciples, expreſſed by 
- ehe-word ris, was his Body; bur rather it 1s 
by'blefling the bread, or thankſgiving, tha 
the bread was made the Body of Chriſt, be 
**cauſe it was made the Sacrament of it. 
 Whence it follows that theſe words, rhis 5s 
' #79 body, muſt be expounded thus, this breas 
5s mm body ; and theſe words, this bread is 
my "4, muſt be expounded thus, this bread 
- the Sacrameht of my body ; which F prove 
us : | 
3. A Propoſition muſt be expounded ac- 
cording tothe nature of the-thing in queſti- 
on ; for example, If a man, pointing at the 
King's Perfon, ſhonld ſay, rhjs is rbe King, the 
Pro- 
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| 
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= 
Propoſition muſt be Expounded thus, this is 
the King's Perſon, becauſe the King's Perſon: is 
meant; But if a man coming into a Painter's 
Shop, and pointing at the King's Picture, | 
ſhoutd ſay, thi & the King, the Propoſition 
muſt be expounded thus, this is the Kings |} 
Pifture ; becauſe here his Picture is meant. * 
Even fo if Jeſus Chrilt laying his hand on his 
Breaſt, had ſaid rhis is my. Pody,- we muſt + 
without doubt have underitood the Propoſt- - 
-.K £i0n concerning his real Body : and not con- 
 & cerning the Sign, or Sacrament of ir, becauſe 
his very Body had been then meant,and not : 
y 
| 


the Sign or Sacrament of it: But Jeſus Chriſt, : 
being about to.inſtitute the Euchariſt, and t> 
that end,having taken bread bleſſed it,and gi- 
ven it to his Diſciples withtheſe words, Take 
eat, this is my Body jit is evident that they muſt 
be underſtood of the Sacrament of- his Body, 
and the propoſition muſt be underitood thus, 
ſis is the Sacrament of my Body, becauſe here 
the Sacrament of his Body is meant, And ſee- 
J- ing aSacrament is a viſible ſign of an inviſible 
me the Council of Trent faith, in its fixth 
flion,it is evident that this propoſition, this: 
1s my Body being expounded. by this,ch1s is the 
Sacrament of my Body may be expounded thus, 
this is the ſign of my Body; which I confirm 
thus: | : 
N 


A. 
T 
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* 4. Intheſe two Propoſitions , This 1s'mybof #/ 
| q , The cup 15/the New Teſtament in - my b/ood 
ene 


el 
word [z | muſtbe taken in the ſamerſente Wh 
becauſe they are alike, having been pronoun 
-  ced upon the ſame matrer,viz.:the one uponiſak 
- . One part ofthe Sacrament, and the other uponFag 
| the otherpart of it; and becauſc-of like thingſta 
we mult give a like Judegment. But in thishy? 
Propoſition, this cap is the New Teſtament ,theÞt 
word | # |is not taken for a reaband tran-ſpai 
fabſtantiated”being ; but for a Sacramentalh: 
and _fignificative being ; becauſe-neither:theFut 
cup,'nor that which ism'the cup, is changed Þn 
into a Teſtament ; neittter is it .really-and 7 
property a . Teſtament, but 'the Sacrament 
ofthe New Teſtament. Therefore im this 
Propofition 'tkewiſe, -rhis is 4y - body, the 
word [5 | is not taken for 'a real and: tran- 
ſubſtanciated' being; but ' for 'a Sacramental 
and fignificative being : -and conſequently as 
chis Propoſition, '#hzs w the New Teſtament, i 
muſt be expounded 'thus ; the'Wine:thati1s 
in the cup is the ſign and Sacrament :obthe Þ 
New Teſtament: So this:Propofition, :thmnwr 
my body, muſt be expounded thus ;thioBread 
is the Sign and Sacrament- of my Body. 
Whence it follows ;that in - one ſingle -Propo- Þ 
ſition of Jeſts Chriſt in- the +inſtirution of 
the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, viz, this cup Þ 
is 


oÞ the New Teftament, there are two figures, 
1 $ne in the-word.Cup, being taken . for that 
2 Which is in the; cup ; this is a tigure .called;a 
nW4detonymie, whereby the thing COAUg 

aken for the thing contained. 'The other | 
nFigure 45, 'that the-eap iscalled the'New Te- 
Mament : this alſo-is.a Figure called a. Aero- 
5p)mie, whereby the-ſign-is called by:the name 
df the:thing ſignified. And therefore. the Ro- 


1-7 Doftors are;miftaken when .they tell ns 
11 Shar all chat JJefus-Chriſt Jaid when ke anfti- 
eFuted the Encharift, maſt be taken litgrally 
d Snd-without arfigure.But wichal we muſt got 
d 

It 

's 

e 
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fmy Body, this Wine 3s the Sign ) 
amentof my; Blood, -we "hn 

he Bread! and Wine:are ' barely .and .itrgh 

ghs of iChrifts Body and Bleod; but:; 
believe; that;the Bread and Wine-in the Eu- 
iſt -arerfigns :that.do - exhibit the « 2 
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nd Hloed-ofOtuiſt:to belicyers;; ;Borav 
bey.do,bythe-mouth of the body recive the 
Bread and 'Wine.of the.Eucharilt, they doat 


the 


(8) - 


che ſame time, by the mouth of the ſoul,v 


by Faith, receive the Body of Chrift br , 
\ ken, and his Blood ſhed for the remiſfion @; 


their ſins, as will be proved in the next Ch 
pter. 


6. Add hereunto this onz Argument 
When a man faith that a thing is ſuch, if bz 
- be not ſuch; during the whole time, whidf 


_ he imploys in faying it-is ſuch, he make 
falſe propoſition. For Example, When a 


faith-that a Wall is white, if it be not whit 


during the whole time he imploys in fayi 
- It is white, he makes a falſe propoſition. B 
(according to the Romiſh Doctors) when 
ſus Chriſt faid, this is my Body: it-was 


- his . body during the whole time which 


imployed in laying this is my body: for, the S 


fay, it was his body afterward only : The 
fore, according to the Romiſh Doors, Jel 


Chriſt uttered a falſe propoſition ; which b 


ingblaſphemous to affirm, we muſt lay dou 
- this for a foundation, that that which Jeſ 


Chriſt gave his Diſciples, when he faid; :* 


is my body, was his body, notonly aiter he 


faid it,but alſo while he was ſaying it,and bK; 
- re he ſaidit. And here we have thisadvaſ: 


tage of thoſe of -the Romiſh Church, . that v 
believe the truth of theſe words of. Jef 
| Chriſt, rh;sjs my body, much better then the 


a bin 
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0; becauſe they believe it at one rime only, 
"F-z. after he had (aid ic : but we believe irac 
4 Wree ſeveral times, viz. before he ſaid ir, 

hen he was ſaying it, and after he had faid 
But here ſome may objec that we muſt 
Wot take theſe words of our Lord in too rigo- 

ous a ſenſe, and that in theſe words, this is 

yy body, we muſt take the preſent tenſe for 

ie next future, and then the ſenſe will be 
Wis, this will immediately be my Bonk! To 
rhich I anſwer, that the Romiſh Doctors will 


wve us take theſe words, this 15 my body, in 
e rigour of the literal ſenſe, and then the 
ropoſition is evidently falſe. I know that 
ie Preſent tenſe may be taken for the nexc 


Future, as when Jeſus Chriſt faid, 7 go zo my 
"Wether, and to your Father; 1 go to my God, and 
"& jour God : that is, I ſhall go ſpeedily. But 
D ho can be ſo bold and ignorant as to affirm 

"What this ſpeech is without a Figure, 'feeing 
{&!! Grammarians know that it 1s a Figure cal- 

2d Enallage of time? Therefore the Romſb 

Wotors mult confeſs, that by their own do- 
"Wtrine this propoſition of Jeſus Chriſt, this ; 
» body, is either falſe or figurative; and that 
"Feeing it is not falſe, it muſt be figurative, and 
Fat the figure muſt be a Metonymie, whereby 
"Fe ſign takes the name of the thing ſignified 
p as hath already been proved) and-not an E- 

ÞHallage of time. CHAP. 
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Concerning the Expottidn of theſe wor 


4 

| | . "He that: eateth my fleſh,. and drinketh my blo 

Jill | : 4 - hath eternal '/; ſe My filth is meat inde 
k {/GbG.-- ©, | | 

[ 


«P* this.Chaptar I ſhall prove that Je 
Chrift: of a ſpiritual cating an 
 drinkinghy ; aith, and not ofacorparealeal}' 
E. "and deoking bythe mouth of the bodſih, 
Far Argument :is this : 'When a mai; 
would -fatisfie, his hupger, and .quench h 
thirſt, he eateth, and drinketh that thin 4 


it - wwhich:be hungers agd- thriſts after ,; hecau 
|} ating fatisfieth hunger, and drinki 
q th thirſt : -But-ic is by Faith, that i, 
by belicving inJelys Chriſt, that we Jan 5 
he theh ,-and.quench the thirſt which: 
IO = Chnſt, for it:is in "the a 


* St. 7  He:that,conveth to me  þ 
© wigs; he.that belieueth .m a pl eve. 
prev  Thergfore/ic.is by Faith . or by, belidg, 
Sr ,cat-and drink Jeſus Chrilt | 
eguently che finger Chrifts fle{t 
andarinking his. blood is ſpiritual, angd-nc 


2.'M 


ny Tg Car) 
| wel i{econd Argument, is this. yeſus 
Bhrift Iaich, \He chat eateth my fleſh, and. drink- 
himy blood: hath \eternal. life. And except ye 
ar \the fbf the Son.of nan and drink his viood, 
> batue 0 bife in peu, John's. 'Butat $.the 
; @irityal eating.and drinking by. Farh.. that 
Wes life-eternal, .and'not the corporaleat- 
vg and drinking-by the-mouth:of the body ; 
zcalule.many Reprobates (according tothe 
ery doctrine of, Rewpe it, felf,) do (corporal- 
eat the fleſh.and Urinkthe bloodof Chrilt, 
Wilyetihalt notjnherit-crecnal life. 
-3+ The-third; Argument .is taken-from.St. 
wuſtine, and Cardinal Cajerar, who £x- 
Found the words of Jeſus Chriſt .as we do. 
W. in9oin. :in Book 3., of Chaſrian. Dethrine, 
NC h«thus, 17.9; eatithe flaſh-0 Chriſt 4s a Fi- 
W-#e, teaching. es -to partake of Chriſts Pafion, 
4 t0-1mpront in-our memories ith delight and 
Wofit, that Chriſt was crucified for us, _ Card. 
: Wajeran in- his 'Commentary:on .St. ;Fobn 6, 
With, Zo eat-the fleſh of Chriſt, and arink bis. 
ood. 45 ferth in Chriſts death, i{o-that the.{enſe 
W245, if you-uſe not the death of the.Sen of 'man 
.  rreat.and.drink, ye ſhall not have the Jife-of 
We Spixet.in,y0u. And having ſufficiently pro- 
Ed hisExpoſition, headds : 7o eat and. arink 
be Sacrament 'is a thing common, as welt to 


thoſe 


(12) 
thoſe that eat unworthily, as to. thoſe that edflon c 
barn, s but that which "Feſus Chriſt | 
ks of, w not common to'both, for he ſaith, 6 
eateth my fleſh, . and drinketh my 'bloo 
| bark eternal. fe; he | ſaith not he -rhat eatet 
- werthily and Sinketh worthily , but he that ealſl dea 
eth hand drinketh. Whence it clearly appeary 0: 
that according to the: Letter, he ſpeaks noff Ch 
of cating. and drinking the Sacrament of thi] thi 
Euchariſt, but of cating and drinking of rh: 
death of Jeſus Chriſt, | 
4- Now that we may 'clearly underitand 
' this doarine, we muſt Conſider, wherein th 
life-which Jeſus Chriſt gives us, "doth coiſt 
oy ſeei 'w fleſh of Jeſus Chriſt is meat tc rd 
& it gives us life's it is evident that er, 
if we know what life-that .is which Jeſu] c 
Chriſt gives us, we muſt know likewiſe how} w 
Jeſus Chriſt is meat to us, ' and conſequentlyl- { 
- how we eat him. Bur to knqw what that 7- 
life is which Jeſus Chrift gives us, we mull x 
conſider what that death is in which wewerdſ. 7 
involved, which is expreſſed | by St. Paul 
Epbeſ.:2 in theſe a» When we are dead 
11 ſins and treſpaſſes God bath quickned us toge 
ther with Chriſt ; by grace ye are ſaved, an 
conſequently the death .in which we were 
involved, conſiſts in two things, firſt in the 
curſe of the Law, which imports the privati- 
on 


- >" ICED) 
Jon of felicity, and the ſuffering of temporal 
Fanc car niſhment for our Sins. Second. 
Jly itconſiſtsin an habitualcorruption, where- 
by fin raigns in us; and therefore it is faid - 
41 Tim. 5. The widow that lives ii pleaſure is - 
"ll dead while ſhe liveth: Allo fins are called jk 


Works, Heb. to. So that the life which 
Chriſt hath.purchaſed for us, conſiſts in twq 
things. Firſt, in deliverance from the curſe 
of the T.aw by the pardon of our. ſins, :as St. 
Paul tells-us Colcfſ. 2. God hath quickned you 
J rogether with Chrafg, having forgroen you all 
_ *reſpaſſes, blotting out the obligation that was 
ageinf us ; which obligation proceeded 
the Law, becauſe it did oblige all the 
tranſprefſors of it to a curſe. Secondly, It 
conſiſts in "regeneration, or ſandtification, 
whereof Jeſus Chriſt ſpeaking in Fobn 3. 
ſaith, Except a man be born again he cannot en- 
ter into the Kingdom of God: and St. Paul, 
Heb. 12. Without holineſs no man ſhall ſee the 
Lerd. - Therefore ſeeing that the life which 
Jeſus Chriſt hath purchaſed' for us, conſiſts 
in the pardon of our ſins, and in our rege- 
neration, and ſanctification, which ends in 
glorification ; and that Jeſus Chriſt is called 
meat in reference to this life, we muſt con- 
ſider the means, whereby Jeſus Chrift hath 
purchaſed theſe things for us ; and ſeeing it 
is 


* -is certain, that -his:death is the means -by 
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# K-25 hath purchaſed,pardoni6f ſins, and 
neration,, we muſt iconclude, that Jeſ 
raſt as the food and. nouriſhment of ou wk 
fouls in. regard: of the. merit of /his .deathſh{61 
\But«chat Jeſus Chrilt- 'by his death -hath purſyfif 
chaſed lite for us, (that is juſtification, whicth. 6, 
conſiſts inthe pardon of our ſins, -and regefþar 
neration, - which confiſts.in: holineſs of lite vha 
appears: by theft pailages of Scrigture; 'vizIſha 
| e are cabifed by the blood, ofs Chriſt, and ref. 
SI» to .Gotl. by bs Deaths ' Rom, ix. -Wth:; 
have redemption. by bu Weed, even \the yemuſio " 
LTD . .Ephdſ. 1. He hath reconciled ms in th + 
buf. by. has death, that be may preſentbon 

-vs ut i(pot, and. blamelsſ; m bis ſiohthaci 
"Cal. I. "Weras e, [arGifed bythe. offering of thi 

. body: Tet " Chrif iſt bnce for all, Heb. 20..Chriftfkor 
lowed.the Ghurch, andigavue-himſelf for it, #hut by 
he might fandtifie. und cleanſe.it ith the aſt 
ing of water. by.the word, that be might preſent Ne 
ut 4#nto himſelf a iglorious Church, &c. Eph. 5.he 
'Fherefore iceing Jeſus Chrilt hath ourchaſedf Jo 
life for-us.by.his death, and -that his fleſh and{ 
blood.are our meat and drink (becauſe they he 
,purchaſed life.cternal for us.on. the. Croſs, viz. Fs 
the remiſlion of -our fins, and ſanctification, ke 
.;ending in glorification ) it follows that the [ſis 
action whereby Jeſus Chrilt is:applied to us Fit 


for in 
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- righteonſoeſ,and fanchfication, is * 
n= cl weearthefleſh of Che aph 
1 | wir $s Blood: But hiis-acion othing- 
ſe bur Faith, as the Scripture tell&us:: "Being | 
rhufified-by fairh we-have-pe e with God, Rom. ' 
'&-. Go purifies our hearts ith. As 1:5,- He 
fat believerb hath eternal Tife, Joly 6. Brom: 
what hathebeen ſaid! I form this Argument. 
AChat: Ation: whereby- we: obtain- remifflen- 
*Þf ſins, and fandtification, ending-in glorift- 
FÞation, is the fame, whereby we- have- that- 
ife, which Jefiis Chriſt hath OT for- 
s'death; becanſe that life ; 
7 Fenn ir che-remiffion of ſins, af, 
won, as we have proved. Bur the ſpiritu- 
Þ! cating, and-drinking by: faith and nor the 
forporal by the-mouth, is that action, ds 
Þy weobtaitrremiffion of ſins, and'fin@zfs 
ation, as we' have alſo proved. Therefore- 
he ſpiritual eating and' drinking by: Faith 3 is 
he action, whereby we have that life, which 
Weſis Efetfhach purchaſed for us by his death; 
24 not the corpora] catingand drinking: by 
he mouth: " Antbepnſequent! /# ſeeing in by 
vhs 6. a-certain eating and drinking is 1Þo- 
ken-of, whereby we-haye that life-which Je- 
ſis Chriſt hath purchaſed for us by his death 
it is evident: -that a ſpiritual eating-and- drink- 
ing is there-ſpoken of, and not a- corporal. 
5. From 


3 
| 


( 16.) 
5. From what hath been faid it appearsF} 


chatwhen Jeſus Chriſt faith, ay fleſh is mea 
indeed, 8&c. 47 figure falls fs 4 5 Wore 


bi 


mear which is taken not for co TR but th by 


ritual meat, The reaſon whereo 
poral-food is that which is appointed fovels the 


nouriſhment of the body, as ſpiritual foodſfe« 


is that which is appointed for the nouriſh$ 


ment. of the ſoul; ſo that _ corporal 
food betaken by the mouth of the body, yet 


that only doth not make it to be corporalÞÞ i 


food, except it be taken for the nouriſhment 


of the body ; otherwiſe poiſon, medicine, a 
bullet;e>c. which a man Neould ſivallow would 


* be corporal food ; which is abſurd to affirm 
Burt the fleſh of Chriſt, which is pretended to 
be eaten in the Euchariſt by the mouth of theſſives 


body, is not appointed forthe nouriſhment of 
the body; becauſe that food which is appoint- 
ed for the nouriſhmentiof the body is chang- 
ed into the ſubſtance of the body : but the: 
body of Chriſt is not changed into the ſub- 


6, 
ACT. 
hic 
| 

CF 


ſtance of our bodies; Therefore the fleſh of PPC 
Chriſt is not- a corporal food, . but his fleſh|#ad: 


broken, and his blood ſhed on the Croſs, 


is a ſpiritual food which nouriſheth the ſoulsÞall: 


of thoſe, who by a true and lively faith, do 
embrace this fle broken , and this blood 


ſhed;  thatis, who do wholly reſt and rely 
on 


(17) 
1 \the merit {of Js death and paſlion' for 
taining mercy from God. And certainly, 
ing that the life which Jeſus Chriſt gives 
by his death, is ſpiritual, that the nouriſh- 
ent is- ſpiritual, that the eating his 
I drinking his Blood, is ſpiritual (as/hath-/ 
zed proved) it follows that his fleſh muſt be: 
ritual meat, and his blood ſpiritual drink: | 
] this fleſh of Chriſt is incomparably:bet- 
r, and more truly meat indeed in regard 
F its effets, than corporal food can: be, 
ecauſe. it doth; better, and,more - perte&ly:: 
ouriyſh the fouls of Behevers than - corporal 
pod doth their bodies ; this being _—_— 
le food which gives temporal lite only; but- 
iritual and incorruptible food which: 
gives life eternal. 
6, I conclude this Chapter with this con-: 
deration. When a do&rine is propoſed: 
hich is pretended to be divine, and- that 
allages of holy 'Scripture are alledged for 
e proof of it, if it oppoſeth, or ſeems to 
Sppole ſenſe and reaſon, and to include con- 
adictions ;- ;and- that a more. ſutable '-and: 
ational ſenſe. can be found out-for thoſe 
aflages, ſo that all theſe inconveniences and 
ontradictions may be avoided; there is 
othing more juſt than that we ſhould em- 
drace that probable and rational ſenſag and 


rejet 
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[| - reject: tha. dbArine. which oppolbet! ſenſ 


- onally.expounded thoſe-two- paſſages. whic 
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and-reaſon, and ſeems toimply: contradict 
ons::,' But the :db&rine't#f*the real:preſarice 
ofi the Manhood of) Jeſus Chriſt inthe Hoſt: 
\ 107 ugh parades en c 
; Body, is: regugnant'to and refon 
and ſeems:to xy divers contradictions 
(viz. thata hymane body is:in a point with-f 
outany localiextenſion, that a-body may: he 
in-divers places at: one and! the-ſame-time 
that the Broad and: Wine: are changed intof 
the: Body/and: Blqodsof: Chriſt, which were 
before ; that acci may be without a-ſubFÞ 
jet, &v. ): Andithe paſſages that aroiimper 
tinently alledged! to prove ſich a preſence} 
and: ſuch. a change, have a fſenle'very- com 
modious and rational, for the avoiding-al 
thele contraditions, as appears /inthis and 
thei former Chapter, where -F have very-rari 


the Rowſh. DoQors impertinently makg-uſc 
of: for this ſubjet. Therefore they ought-taÞ' 
embrace-that commodious and: rational 'ſen{gf0! 
which-we have-given.them;: and to-rejeas theſÞic 
dbrineiofithe-real' preſence of 'the Body-oÞÞ | 
Jeſus Chriſt in the Hoſt; andthe doarine-o<d 
Tranlubſtantiation. 
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CHAP. HI. 
Againſt Tranſubſtantiation. 


1. T*Ranſubſtantiation is the ſubſtantial 

converſion of the Bread and Wine 

into the Body/and Blood of Chriſt, which I 

deſtroy by divers Argutnents; the firſt where- 
of 15 this : 

In every ſubſtantial converſion, that thing 
Minto which - another thing is converted, is 
always newly produced. For Example, 
cAwhen ſeed is converted into 'an Animal, that 
>LAnimal, is newly produced; when - Jeſus 
1FChrilt turned the water into wine, the wine 
Iwas newly produced, &c. But-the Body and 
dBlood of Chriſt cannut be newly produced 
in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt : Therefore 

he Bread and Wine are- not ſubſtantially 
converted into the Body and Blood of Chritt 
11 the Sacrament of the Euchariſt. The ſe- 
cond Propoſition, viz. that the Body and 
Blood of Chriit cannot be newly produced, 
[ prove thus : That which is newly produ- 
p&cd receives a new being 3 becauſe to pro- 
luce a thing, and to give it a being 1s one 
and the ſame; But the Body and Blood of 
pEohriſt cannot receive a new being, which I 
prove 


"eo , 
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| prove thus: Aman cannot receive that 
\ which he hath, while he hath it, and there- 
fore he cannot receive a being while he hath 
a being ; for as it is impoſſibletotake away a 
being tromthat which hath no being ; 1o itis 
impoſſible togive a beingto that whichhath Þ; 
a being alreaty : and! as you cannot kill aff 
dead twan, f6 you tannot'givelifero one that 
rs living. Bur the Body and Blood of ChriltÞ 
have, and always will havea being : There-F,, 
fore they cannot receive one, and confe-fi ; 
quently cannot be reproduced m the Eucha-fi 
E '$3 


* 2: My ſecond Argument is this: In eve- 
ry ſubſtantial 'converfion, that thing which 
is converted into another is deſtroyed. For 
example, When the'water was turned mto 
wine; the water was deſtroyed : But im the 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt the' Bread andFi; 
Wine are not deftroyed by the Conlecraf; 
tion; "which T/prove'thus: In the celebra- 
tion of the Euchariſt there is breaking, gi 
ving, eating ang drinking after the - 
cration, as appears by the very practice of 
our Adverfaries, who after conſecration 
break the Hoſt, and divide it 1nto -three 
j parts, give nothing to the Communiecants 
| | but conſecrated Hoſts, and eat and drink 
Il nothing but what was conſecrated : But the 
=» Scripture 


J 
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cripture faith} that in the cefebration of 
he Euchariſt; Bread is broken, that Bread 
nd Wine are given, and chat Bread is eaten 
d Wine drank, as appears by theſe fol- 
owing paſſages. St. Paul, 1 Cor. 10. faith, 
be bread which we break is it not the communion . 
f the body of Chriſt ? and 1 Cor. x1. Saint 
atth, 26, St. Mark 14. and. St Luke 22, it 
; faid-that Feſws Chriſt took bread, brake it, 
nd gave it ; and St. Mark 14.and St. Matth. 
6. ſckis Chriſt after he had participated of 
he Sacrament of the Euchariſt, faith, 74/2 
Irink no more of this fruit of the Vine: and 
Cor. 11. As often as ye eat this bread and 
rink this Cup. Let a man examine himſelf, 
nd /o let him eatof that bread and drink of that 
___ 

D Secondly, When Jefus Chriſt ſaid to 
is Diſciples, Drink. ye all of this, St. Matth. 
6. that is,. drink ye all of this Cup, cither 
e commanded to drink of a Cup of Wine 
r of a Cup of Blood : if he commanded 
em to drink of a Cup of Wine, then it 
pllows that they drank . nothing but Wine, 
:cauſe it is certain that they obeyed Jeſus 
"JLhriſt ; for it is {aid St. Mark 14. that they 
3 drank of it. Or if he commanded them 
UÞDarink of a Cup of Blood, then it follows 
Ne at the Wine was already changed into his 
Ty | B 2 Blood, 
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Blood, becauſe it is not probable -that Jeius 


Chriſt ſaid to them, Drink ye all of this cupſh 


of Blood, and yet. that it was not a'cup © 
Blood, but a cup of Wine. - But when Jeſus 
Chriſt faid, Drimk ye all of this, he did not 
ſpeak to them of a cup of Blood, for the 


15 a 


ine was not then converted into Chriſt, 


ns ocaracorating to our Adverfaries) 
it was not charged until Jeſus Chriſt . had 
made an end of uttering theſe following 


ic 
ay 
the 


words, for this is my Blaod. But, he utteredY. 
theſe words, Drink ye all of this, before heut 

tered thoſe, for this x my Blood, becauſe a raan 
muſt utter a Propoſition before hecan giye 


the reaſon of it. 

4. Thirdly, When a thing 1s converted 
into another, we cannot ſee the effes an 
properties of the thing converted, but only 
of that into which it 1s converted. For Ex 


ample, When the ſeed is changed into anfj 


Animal we can ſee no more the Effects and 
properties of the ſeed, but of the Animal 
only ; and when Jeſus Chriſt turned the 


Water into Wine, the efte&ts, propertiesÞ: 


and accidents of the Water were no more 
ſeen, but of the Wine only, &c. But 


the Euchariſt we cannot, after ths. confecrafi 


tion, perceive the effe&ts, properties, ac 
cidents, or parts of the Body and _ o 
Til 


or 
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hriſt ; but we ſee there all the effeas, 
properties, and accidents of Bread and 
ifWine: Therefore in the Euchariſt, the 
YBread and Wine are not converted into the 
aEBody and Blood of Chriſt. And the truth 
ofis, iþ char which appears to be Bread, and 
Mhath all the effeas, accidents, and proper- 
Acies of Bread, be not Bread, but Chriſt's Bo- 
dy cloathed with the accidents of Bread ; 
SSchen" it may likewiſe be faid that they that 
appear to be men, and have all the effes, 
FJproperties, and accidents of men, are not 
men, but horſes cloathed with the accidents 

Th fourth Argument is this. -- In 

- The fourt tis this. - In eve 
U bRantial converſion there mult be a ſubje& 
o paſs from one ſubſtance to another ; for ' 
When it would be a Creation, which is the 
ole action that doth not pre-ſuppoſe a ſub- 
get. But in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, 
atter the conſecration, there is no ſubje& ; 
becauſe, according to our Adverſfaries, there 
dremains no ſubject; for, as they aflert the 
SJaccidents of Bread and Wine remain with- 
gout any ſubject at all : Therefore in the Sa- 
:rament of theEuchariſt there is no fubſtan- 
Ftial converſion. 

FJ 6. The fifth Argument is drawn from 
Mhence, That Tranſubſtantiation deſtroys the 
B 3 nature 
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nature -of -accidents, thus. That dofringdo 

_ which afferts that accidents are not accidentfler 
but ſubſtances, deſtroys the nature and cfffut 
ſence of accidents, becauſe it is impothibleſl 
that an accident can he a ſubſtance. But theth; 
doarine of Tranſubſtantiation aſſerts th; 
accidents are not 'accidents , but that the 
are ſubſtances, which 1 prove thus. 'Th 
dodrine which aflerts that accidents are nc 
inhorent, bur that they ſubſilt of themiglves 
doth aflert that accidents are not accidents 
but that they are ſubſtances, becauſe inhbe 
rent is the eiſential difference of an accidenti 

' and ſubſiſtence. But the doctrine of 'Tranfſi 
Jubſtantiation aflerts thar accidents are. nc 
inherent, but [that chey fublt ; which YE 
prove thus. That dodtrine which - afler 
that accidents may be without a ſubje&t 
doth affert that accidents are not inheren 
in a ſybje&, but that they ſubſift- by them 
ſelves ; But the do@rine of Tranſubſtanti: 
tion aflerts that accidents may be without 
tubje&t, wiz. the accidents of Bread an 
Wine without any fubſtance, and withoy 
any ſubje& to ſuſtain them; for by Tran 
{ub{tantiation the ſubſtance of the Bread an 
Vine is gone, and their accidents remain 
T1 herctore the doctrine of T ranfubſtantiatio 


allerts that accidents are not inherent, bu 
dc 
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Jdo ſubGft by themfelves, and conſequently af- 
Serts. that acciderts are not accidents, -but 
Mlubſtances, and ſo dettroys the nature, and 
Jollſence pf accidents. Bur hereit may be faid 
that aual inhericance doth, not contiitutean 
accident, bur aptizudinal only. Againſt 
Iwhich I form this Argument. Whatloever 
oth exilt actually, eicher it exiſts in fome- 
thing elſe actually, 1o that ir. capnot be with- 
out at; which: Philoſophers call actual inbe- 
J rence, $5 walking: ar elk it exiſts-in and 
by it ſelf actually, fo that it may be alone by 
Wit {elf which Philoſophers term aut ex- 
i/tence; the former of theſe conſtitutes an ac- 
cident, and the latter conſtitutes a lubſtance, 
but the accidents of the Bread and Wine, 
after conſecration, do exiſt actually : There: 
fore they muſt exiſt either in ſomething elſe 
actually, or in themſelves actually. But 
{they do notexiſt inand by themfſelvesaQuu- 
ally, for elſe they would ſubſift by themielves 
and be real ſubſtances, which is impoſhble; 
Therefore they exiſt in ſomething elſe actu- 
ally, wiz. in the ſubſtance of the Bread and 
Wine, and conſequently the ſubſtance of 
the Bread and Wine remains after the Con- 
ſecration, and fo there can be no Tranſub- 
{tantiation, 

7. The ſixth Argument is drawn from 
B 4 n this 


- his relative be 
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this, that Tranſubſtantiation deſtroys the na 
ture of Sacrarnents, becauſe every Sacrament 
is a viſible fign of an inviſible grace, as the 
Council of Trent ſaith in'Sef. 6. and- every 
fign relates to the thing ſignified, fo that we 
muſt: ſpeak of ſigns and Sacraments, as of 
things relating to ſomething elſe. Pur all 
relative things have, as it were, a double 
being, viz. -an- abſolute being which is the 
natural being of the thing, and a relative 
being whereby it relates' to ſomerhhg- elſe. 
For example, In a man that hath begotten 


- a child,” we conſider his abſolute and natural 


being as te is a man as 'others are, and 
at ng. whereby he is a Father, 

and is -diftinguiſhed from other men that 
have no children, and 'fo are not Fathers. So 
in the Sacrament of Baptiſm, the ſign, viz. 
the Warer,. hath an abſolute and natural 
being, vis. its cold and moiſt ſubſtance, 
whereby itis water as other waters are; and 
arelative, ſacramental; and ſignificative be- 
ing, whereby iris the! lign and Sacrament 
of Chriſt's Hood, and ditters from other wa- 
ters that are not imployed tor this ſacred uſe. 
Exen fo in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, 
the Bread and Wine,- which are the ſigns, 
have their natural and abſolute being, vis. 
their ſubſtance whereby they are Bread and 
, Wine; 
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Wine, as other Bread and Wine, which we 
commonly uſe 3 and their relative, facra- 
mental, ' and ſignificative being, whereby 
they are the Sacrament and ſigns of the bod 
and blood of Chriſt, and differ from all other 
bread and Wine; that is not thus imployed. 
To this I add, that it is impoſljble a relative 
being ſhould be without an abſolate; tecauſe 
a'relative cannot be wirhout its Foundation. 
For exatnple, it is impoſſible to be a Father 
without being a Man ; to be equal without 
quantiry, e&c. And this being granted, form 
my Argument thus, That which takes away 
the natural-being from ſigns and Sacraments, 
deſtroys their-nature and gffence; becauſe the 
relative and ſacramental being cannot be with- 
out: the abſolute and natural, as hath been. 
proved.. But the docrine of Tranſubſtanti- . 
ation deſtrovs the natural being of the bread ' 
and Wine, which are ſigns and Sacraments of 
Chriſt's -boly and blood; for by 'Trantub- 
{rantiations, the whole ſubſtance'of the bread 
and Wine is deſtroyed; theretorethe doctrine 
of Tranſubſrantiatzon deſtroys thEnature and 
eſſence of Sacraments. 

8; To this Argument our Adverſaries an- 
{wer, That inthe Euchariſt the bread and 
Wine are 'not ſigns, becauſe by the conſe- 
cration they axe deſtroyed as to their ſub- 
Bs ſtance, 


If|- rained under the accidents of the Bread and 
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_ that neither the accidents of the Bread and 


ſtance, But fame of them ſay that the ſigns are 
the accidents of the Bread and Wine; others 
fay that the Body and Blood of Chriſt con 


Wine, are the ſigns of the Body and Bloc 
of Jeſus Chriſt crucified; Laſtly, others ſay 


Wine only, nor the: Body and Blood © 
Chrift only, but the.Body and Blood of 
Chriſt, together with the accidents of the 
Bread and Wine, are the ſigns of the Body 
and Blood of Jefus Chriſt crucified : There- 
fore ſeeing the dodrine of Tranſubſtantiation 
doth not deſtroy the natural being of Chriſt's 
Body and Blood, npr the natural being of the 
accidents of the Bread and Wine, they main- 
tain that the dodtrine of Tranſubſtantiation 
doth not deſtroy the nature and efſence of 
Sacraments. 

9. To this I reply, That neither the acci- 
dents of the Bread and Wine only, nor the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt only, nar the Bo- 
dy and Blood of Chriſt together with the 
accidents of the Bread and Wine. are the 
true ſigns of Jeſus Chrift crucified ; but 
ow Bread and Wine only, which I prove 


F irſt, In Sacraments there onght to be an 
analogy and ſimilituds between the fign, =_ 
| _ . mo 


wa —_O2O2 © a ty DBZ 
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Athe thing ſignified, as our Adverſaties con- 
Jf:6, and particularly Card. Bellarmin, Book 
x. of the Sacrament, chap. 9. ' in theſe words. 
The fourth thing required in a Satrament, 15 
that the ſign ſhould have ſome ſimilitude and atia- 
logy with the thing ſionified. And he quotes 
St. Auguſtine in Epiſr. 2.4.to Boniface, ſpeaking 
thus : If Sacraments had not ſome ſimilltude. of 
the things whereof they are Sacraments they 
could be no Sacraments : But inthe Sacraments 
of the Eucharift, neither che accidentsof the 
| Bread and Wine, nor the Body and Blood 
J of Thrift, whether joituly or vera, have - 
|| that ſimilitade and analogy to the thing fig- 

| nifted which is required, but only the ea 
{| and Wine inſabſtance ;becauſe rhat whichi 
| principally ſignified, and repreſented re Wa 
8 figns in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, . x 
the nouriſhment of 'out ſouls, inthe hoe 
eternal life: for as Baprifin ,is rhe Sqctas 
ment of out Regeneration and fpititiralbicth, 
fo the Enchatiſt is che Sacrament of 6ut fpiri- 
tial nouriſhment, as Card. Belarmin con 
feflerh in Book 3." of rhe Kndbariff, chap. -9. 
and in Book 4. chap. 19. he faith; that the Sa- 
crament of the Enchari(; was ordained fo preſ, Tus 
friritual life, which *cartnot be repreſented 
and fignihed, but by figns which can nou- 
rh our bodies; for [the analogy and fifnili- 


tuds 


which according <o our Adverſaries, is the 


30 / 
tuce conſiſts in this, that as the ſigns haveÞÞve: 
vertue to nounſh our Podies for the, preferie © 
vation of temporal lite ; 1o the things ſignifjot 
fied, have a vertue to nouriſh our fouls inſure: 
the hope of eternal life. But neither the acÞ be 
cidents of the Bread and Wine, nor thei 
Body and Blood of Chriſt ,whether ſeverally 
or joyntly with the accidents, car. nouriſh our 
todies, (nouriſhment being eflentially the 
converſion of aliment into ie ſubſtance of a 
living body) and it is certain that neither Þ/ 
the accidents of Bread and Wine, nor the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt, whether ſeparate- 
ly, orjoyntly with them, can be converted 
into our dubſtance; but only the ſubſtance of 
Bread and Wine, atid other alimerts which 
we'takg-. Therefore neither the accidents of 
the.Bread. and Wine, -nor the Pody ard 
Blood of , Chriſt, HPer ſeparately, or 
ointly with chem, axe the tiue-fipns ; but 
the Bread. and Wing only, which. being the 
ordinary nouriſhment of;our: bodies, do re- 
profes to us the ſpiritual nourykment of our 
ouls by the Body and: Blood of Chriſt, xe- 
ceived "Ade | 
10. Secondly, The Council of Treat in 
Seſſion 1 3. commands that -the Sacrament-of 
the Euchariſt ſhall be adored with ..Latrie, 


dovereign 


4 
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Þvereign worſhip due to God only. But 
We accidents of the Bread 2nd Wine ought 
For to be adored, Becaule they .are. crea- 
res, and that God only muſt be adored : 
herefore the accidents of the bread -and 
Fine are. not the Sacrament of the Eu- ' 
harift, ; | 
$ Thirdly, A Sacrament is a viſible ſign of 
$1 inviſible grace, as the Council of Trent de- 
Foes it in-Seſfcns 6. ard 17. Put inthe Eucha- 
&/ che Pody and Flcod of Chriſt artenot vie 
Bble : Therefore, in the Euchariſt the body 
nd blocd of Chriſt, are not the ſigns. 
Laſtly, I fay, that in every Sacrament the 
Yen relates t6 the-thing ſignified ; and Rela- 
cn is always berween twodifferent things ; 
F<ecauſe nothing relates to it ſelf, and confe- 
uently nothing can be both the fign and 
ning ſignified. Put the body and blood of 
hrift are the things ſignified : Therefore 
e Body and Blood of Chriſt are not. the 
70S. dit is to no purpoſe toſay that Je- 
is Chriſt inthe Maſs is the ſign and figure of 
imſelfon the Croſs; for Jeſus Chriſt where- 
ever he is, is one and the ſame yeſterday, 
d day, -and for ever. And therefore Je 
hriſt not beingdifferent from himſelf, can- 
vt be relative -to himſelf, nor the ſign of 


Other 
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_ Other reaſons, which are uſually alledget'”* 
- - Tranſabſtantiation will be mor F, 
. properly mentioned in the'next Chapter. . 0" 


——_— "II 


— 


C HA B:.. IV. 
ſ 
Againſt the real preſence of. Chriſt's > in ml: 


Hoſt, or nes 


PHE Romiſh Doors affirm, The 

unmediately after the Prieſt -in thiſkus 

'J EY a vane po 091 hath prohou Conc 
"ny ponds the "bi: 


od RS hz 
me mevery nut 
w hich Doarinel 22 
eſs following Arganens er 2redri: 


#5 ray ching be created. in a placs, 
ther it muſt be prodnced there, or it .mul 
come, or be brought thicher from {>me « 
ther place ; for is1s-impodiiblo-to find Out 
third way of putting any thing ir a pl: 
And the Romiſh Dottors have hitherta '| 
oo, eng ne i t- 
putting s$ Body in Hoſt; 
Facobins _—_ us that. it is brought 't os 


(33) | 

er x front toene other place, and the Feſigter 
tit is produced there. But, the af -- 7 
alt can noither come, nar , bebroughe chi- 
zr into the Hoſt, nor can it be produced - | 
oy therefore the body Chriſt is not in'the 


_— the body of Chriſt cannot come, 
PEN from. any other 
it can comefrom no but 
caven; being no where but in Heaven. Bur 
hrift's Body neither comes, nor is 
om Heaven into the Hoſt z which I'p 
64 s: Whan a body comes, or is carri om 
e place to another, it muſt leave irs firſt 
For Example, if a Man would go 
wy Parts to Rome, he muſt leave Paris - 
ut- the: body of Jelus Chriſt never leaves: 
eaven.; for the Heavens muſt contain bim 
meal - the time of the Riſtiturion of ail things, 
ts 3. Therefore Chrift's body neither 
2mMes, noris brought from Heaven into the 
oft. Beſides, it 1s impoſlible that Chriſt's 
ady ſhould come or be brought into the 
Jo ,. without paſting through the- that 
 berween Heaven and. Earth, e the 
onſecrated: Hoſts are ; decenls-6 antes 
Ar rant wa 
tx natkinly? | the fpace that isberween 
ae. =; But the 1pace between __—_ = 
art 


&: 
Farth. is too vaſt: to be paſſed through 
- "a moment" (for thele /Do ors will hz 
| 4t;; that immediately after the pronou 
Ift- . ciog of theſe words, iba is my bedy, ti 
body of Chriſt is brought into the'Ho#? 
More ver it muſt in a moment Le in all ti 
Heavens, and in all-the; Airs between t 
| jigheſt- Heavens, and: this Earth where. cli; 
il Hoſts. are ;; '( becauſe a; man cannot” pa 
| through /a place without' being there )' ani 
| hen it would have three forts of Exiſtenc 
ll atance, viz. one natural and glorious e 
!!' TRence.in Heaven, one ſacramental exiftenc 
in the'Hoſt, and ons airy exiſtence- in *thil; 
Air. 1 But feceing-all theſe things are abſurd... 
we muſt-conclude that Chriſts'body neithe 
comss, nor 15 brought into the Hot. 
4-' Secondly, Chritts body cannot be rF: 
produced in-the.conlecrated Hoſt, - becauſ, 
a thing that is produced already , .canndfl..: 
be produced again, without-'a precedi 
deſtruction; for as a dead man- cannorþ 
killed, nor that be annihilated, which is : 
nihilated already ; fo neither.can-that b&... 
produced which is produced already:; -noff; 
that receive 'a being. which hath-one::alſh,, 
ready. This common conception.of all meg... 
is founded upon this principle, That:every,,, 
. actior 


ft 


1 
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tion, whether it produceth or deſtroyeth 
ing, muſt heceflarily have two diſtin& 
rms, [the one called in theSchook, rerminxs 
10, that is, the term frem which. thething 
Ddmes,//and the other rominus ad quem, that 
, the term to which it comes. But accor- 
ng to this principle, that cannor be annihi- 
which is fo already, nor that 1eceive a 
ting which hath one already ; becauſe the 
Tm from'which it ſhould come, and the 


"rmite which it ſhould come; would be otie 


w \ 


| the fame thing ; contrary to the Maxim 

tady laid down, wiz. tharthe termsof ati- 
n muſt neceflarily be diftin&, and that one 
f them muſt be the:negation or privationof 
e other. TIT 


J 5. Here perhaps ir-may be objeaed, That 


, 
) 
: 


y  Tranſubſtantiation' the fubfſtance” of 
-hriſt's | Body is not” newly produced; but 
nly a new preſence of him in the place 
herethe fubſtance- of the bread was. ' | But 
o:this'I, anfwer,' That in: all ſubſtantial 
onverſions and actions, a new ſubſtance 


Fnuſt be produced, as in accidental, a' new 


ccident- muſt /be produced. ' But Tran- 
ubſtantiation (according to the Remiſh Do- 
tors) 1s a' ſubſtantial converſion :- "Fhere- 
ore by -Tranfubſtanriation a new ſubſtance 


Fnuſt be produced. . And fceing that the 


new 
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new preſence. of Chrift's body in the plaſſh © 
where the ſubſtance of the bread was, ad« 
Cav, wh be Phlologhers call Dies 

ore, W rs Cd 
IS evident that by Tranſubftantiation tþ 
preſance of Chrifts Bady an] rod 
ced-in the place where the CR eq 
ng and ſeeing that the ſubſtance Gat! 

Chriſt's body is not produced there (as hay 

inongwral in the preceeding number) wi 

anult conclude that there-is no 0 Trankbſtz 
tiation-nor real preſence of Chriſt's Body Will 
the Hoſt. This ; inflance doth. at 1 >ftrof 
the adduction of Chrifts Body into; thif 
Hoſt, which hath been already refured. 
number 5 Gicand Argumentis this. In 

6. is this. Inat 

humane body {uch as Chrilt's body is, the 
is ſomething above, and ſomething unde 
right and left, before and behind ; for 
head is above the neck, arid the neck 
bove the ſhoulders, the ſhoulders above thiſ&c 
breaſt /; the breaſt above the ſtomach, thwe 
ſtomach above the belly, thebelly above th{}mc 
thighs, the thighs above the legs, &c. Buſfſex: 
all the World knows that in a point therftec 
is nothing above orutrider, right or left, bw! 
fore or behind : Therefore Chriſt's body Frh 
not in a point, and conſequently it is noÞwi 


(37) | 
1 cyery point, or part of the Halt.  Tothis 
WW. Hs: pekroun greatneſs of 
| s 1s ot > bur its length, 
eadth, thickneſs, which cannot 
MW 2 point. Laſtly, The quantity of Chrilt's 
ody is nothing elſe but its extent, as we 
Bll know ; and a body is extended when it 
ath its parts one without another 5 thats, 
hey are nat one within another, -as allche 
feſuizes expound 'is. But the doctrine of the 


ICENC Chrilt's body in the Hoſt, F 
F its parts ene-within another, bacaus i 
puts.them all in @ point : Therefore ſuch a 
locrine takes away its extent, and conle- 


JUEntLy Its QUADEItY. 
7, My third Argument -is this To: move, 
d not to move at the ſame time, to be 
aten and not to be eaten at the fame time, 
to be in a point and not in a point at the 
lame time, to occupy a place and not to 
dccupy it at the fame time, are contradi- 
Cory. things. But if the Body of Chrift 
were in divers conſecrated Hofts, it would 
move and not moye at the ſame time. For 
xample, When a Prieſt carries a conſecra- 
ted Hoſt to a ſick Perſon, the body of Chrit 
which is pretended to be in it, moves with 
the Hoſt ; for it leaves the Altar, and goes 


with the Prieſt toward: the ſick Perſon's 
houſe 


(538 /) 


houſe, and at the ſame time the body F< 
Chriſt, which is pretended to be- in rÞ"8? 


other Hoſts that remain on the Altar, mo 
Not ; and {> the ſame body of Chriſt ar tf 
fame time moves and moves-not, which 


[CON 


a contradiction. Seeing then it- is impaſÞ* 


ſible that one and the ſame body at or 
and the ſame time ſhould move and nt 
move, it is likewiſe impoſſible that Chriſt 
body ſhould he in divers Hoſts at the | 


"time. In like manner, if Chriſt's bodfi 
were at the ſame time in Heaven, and il 


the Hoſt it would be eaten and not eate 
at the ſame time; for it would be eaten 1 
the Hoſt by the Prieſt, and at the fame tin 
it'would not be.caten in Heaver. | /Alfo i 
_ :would bein a poirit and notin a point at'th 

tame time ; for in the Hoft it would be in 


point, and in Heaven it would not be in F'*! 


point atthe ſame time ; Therefcre- ſeeing i 
15 impoſſible that one and'the ſame body at 


one and-the ſame'time ſhould be caten and 


not<aten, ſhould bein a point -and not in a 


point ; it is alfo impoſſible thar Chriſt's bod 
ſhould be both in Heaven and in the Holt a 
the ſame times. 


8. 'The fourth Argument is this': 'Twof 
Relatives are always different, as the Fa 


ther and Son, the Husband and the Wife 


&>c 
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c... And relation.,is always between two 
ings that really, differ; as the equality be- 
[cen two Ells; the reſemblance between 
o Crows, &c. In a word, nothing can 
ve relation. to it ſelf, but whatloever 
th: relation muſt neceffarily have it. to 
mething. elſe, as appears by the defani- 
pn of Relation : But to be diſtant. is are- 
tive and. not an abſolute term ; for when 
e conceiye- an abſolute term we conceive 
ut one thing, as when we conceive a Crow ; 
ut when we conceive a relative term, We 
weaaly conceive two things. For. ex- 
mple, We cannot conceive a Crow to be 
ke, without conceiving ſomething elſe 
5 which it is like, Seeing then we-cannot . 
Onceive a thing to be diſtant without con- 
eiving ſomething elſe from which it is dt 
ant, it is evident that to be diſtant is a_re- 
ative term, and that diſtant things are re- 
atives, and conſequently are really. diffe- 
ent. WhencelI form this Argument : -Re- 
ative things are really different,. as hath 
deen-proved-: But the body that 1s at Rome 
s diſtant from' that_ which .is at Paris, by 
eaſon of, the ſpace of about 300 Leagues 
that is between thoſe two Cines ; and the 
body that is in the higheſt heavens, is di- 
ſtant from. that which is upon earth, by 
reaſon 


(-40 ) 
reaſon' bf the many thotfands of Leagu 
that are between Heaven and Earth : Ther 
fore . the'bodly that is at Rome is cifterenprr 
fromthat which 'is at Payis, andthat whidit 
. is in Heaven, 3s different from that whicl®5 

is Earth ; and conſequently one ani 
the Tame body cannot be at the” fame ti 
at Rome and ar Paris, in Heaven and upc | 
Earth ; &Me one and the ſame body might biF 


diſtant and different from ic af, which-is Þ& 


- 


contradi&ion: Therefore ſeing Jeſus Chril 
is not diftant, and different from himſe! 
it follows that he cannot be at the ſame tim 
in Heaven and in the Hoft, nor at the fam 
cime in the conſecrated Hofts at Rome, ani 
at Paris. © 
9. But p2Thaps it may be ſaid that a boi 
being at the ſame time in two diftan 
ces is not diſtant from it elf, but that ch 
places .only are diſtant ; and' therefore tha" 
Chriſt's body in heaven is.not diſtant from if 
{elf in the Hoſt, but it is the places only, vi 
Heaven and Earth (where the Hoſt is) tha 
are diſtant. To thisI anſwer, that it is only 
the diſtance of places that makes the diſtance 
of things exiſting in thoſe diftant places. - Fo 
Example: The reaſon why Peter that is a 
Rome, is diftant from Paul tha 
not becauſe they are two things really differf 
ent 


t 15 at Paris, , 
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Mt, elſe they would be always diſtant, e- 
11 when they are in one Bed together, 
xr they are always really different) bat 
:# the reaſon. of their diſtance is, becauſe 
Ccorarnmeg to our Adverlaries) that 
dy is m two diftant places 'at -once, vis. 
8 Heaven-and in the\'Hoft at Rowe and at 
ri in divers Hoſts, it folows that Chrift's 
. is diſtant, and different from it RY. 
ind fcing it'is impoſſible that tt ſhowd be 
1ftanc and different from it 1elf, it is evi- 
wW 22: that it cannot be in two diſtant places 
a& once ; and . conſequently not in Heaven 
101d in the Hoft, 
10, Beſides, Suppoſe that Perer could be at 
ae and at Paris atonce, and thatPerer that 
at Rome ſhould have a mifid ro go to Pa- 
;&, and ſhould po accordingly, and that the 
ame Peter that is at Pars ſhould have a 
:Sind to go to Rowe, and ſhonld go ac- 
zÞrdingly, it is certain that Peter wonld-draw 
a0car- to himfelf, and -meet himſelf. Bur 


Mings that draw near to each other, muſt 


- neceflity have been at a diftance before ; 
1d theretore if a Body draws near 'to it 
\&!f, it is certain that it was diftant-from 
S# 1ﬆlf before. And hereupon T would 
rÞin aﬆ* our Adyerfaries, whether, when 
t Peter 


—* 
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Peter ſhould meet himſelf, he would let hin 
ſelf paſs, or not ? and if he ſhould let hin 
ſelf paſs, whether Peter going to Rome, woul 
ſtep aſide and give way to himſelf going 
Paris, or elſe the contrary ? But if he ſhoul( 
rt ſtep aſide and give place to himſelf, 
would ask, whether he would hinder him 
ſelf from pafling or not ? and if he ſhoull 
not hinder himſelf from paſſing, whether It 
would paſs thorow himſelf, and ſo make 4 
nother Fans with two faces, &'c2 Whatſg 
ever anſwers they ſhall make to theſe Que 
{tions muſt (I am ſure) be very abſurd and q 
Ciculous. 

It. The fifth Argument is this : Ir is 
perfe&t contradiction, that a body ſhould 
be one and not one: But if Chriſt's Body 
ſhould be at the ſame time in the Heave 
and upon Earth in the Hoſt, it would bt 
one and not one; for it would be one by 
our Adverſaries own confeflion, and it woul 
not be one ; which I prove thus : "That! 
thing may be one, it muſt neither be divy 
ded in it ſelf, nor from it ſelf, as appeat 
by the definition of Unity ; and it 1s 
tain that nothing is divided or ſeparate 
from it ſelf : But if Chriſt's Body be at th 
{ame time in heaven and upon earth in 


Hoſt, it will be divided, and ſeparated-fron 


CD nM .s- 
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1 it ſelf, that which is in heaven being diyi- 
ded and ſeparated from that which is upon 
__. becauſe it isnot in the ſpace between 
12. Here again it may be objeted, That 
ya body in divers places is divided from ic 
* } ſelf locally, becauſe the places in which it 
14s, are divided ; but net entitatively, be- 
1 cauſe it is ſtill one and the fame entity of 
 ] body. To which I anſwer, 1. That en- 
©} titative diviſion ( which is nothing elle 
{ but a plurality of beings, or a plurality of 
-:\ things really different) is no. true diviſion, 
for then the three divine Perſons which are 
really different, would alſo be really divid- 
ted; and the body and foul of a living man 
| which do really differ, would alfo be really 
divided. 2. I ſay, That if a body be dh \ 
vided and ſeparated from bodies which it 
toucheth, it is alſo divided and ſeparated 
| from bodies which it doth not touch ; and 
[if a body bedivided and ſeparated from 
$bodies to which it is near, it 1s allo divided 
and ſeparated from bodies that are far di- 
ſtant from it ; but eſpecially the diviſion .is 
A true, when between two. there be -bodies 
of divers natures, to which there; is no uni- 
Jon. Therefore, ſeeing that between- Chriſt's 
nd body, which is wy in heayen, od. the 
'r 1MG 


1 


e 
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ſame body, which is endedly " 
earth in Re erkicbaed Hokis, there be 4 
vers bodies of divers natures, to which 
15 not united ; it is evident by our Adven% 
faries own dodtrine, that Chriſt's Body 1 
really divided and ſeparated from it ſell 
 And-Reing it is impoſſible it ſhould be | 

| parated from it felf, it is alſo impoſlibl li 
that it ſhould be in Heaven , and in thy 
Hoſt at the ſame time. 3. I fay, Th: b 
local diviſion takes away entitative diviſiſ” 
on, and things that are divided Jocally 
ate alſo divided entitatively ; that is, the 
are alſo really different; elſe no reafc lf 
cat! be given why two glaſles of wateljy: 


taken from the ſame Fountain, are really; 


o 
different, ſeeing theſe waters are like i rr 
all things, except in reference to - place $;; 
and there can-no reaſon be given why thy, 
Ocean is not ons ſingle: drop: of water onf.: 
ly, reproduced in all places occupied by thiff 
- Ocean, except it be that one drop of waſ;; 

ter cannhot-be reproduced in all thoſe placesF' 

bur if it be poſlible, then Reaſon obligord x _ 
td believethar it is really4o, becauſe God : 
Nature do nothingin' vainz and itis in .vait if 
to do that by many thin ; which may Þ * 
done byone thing : "and ifir be really fo, th 
it follows, That all the Sea-battels that eve 

ave 
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x tave been, were fought in one drop of wa- 
Iter, and many thotiſands of men have be:n 
Adrowtied in one dfop of water, and peopt2 

"Atce Adam have drunk but one drop of wa- 

10, which things are ablurd and ridiculous. 
| 13. The fixth Argument is this : Jeſus 
Joariſt as he is a man, cannot be in divers 

\ Jpkaces at once, if another man cannot be 
Ws too, becauſe Jeſis Chriſt, 25, he is man, 

las made like unto ut 'in all things, [im only 

wÞ2p7cd, as the Apoſtle to the Hebrews ob- 
Erves. But another man cannot be in divers 

Fnlaces at once; for example, Peter cannot be 
"It the ſarne time atPars' and at Rome, which 

| Fprove thus. It is impoflible that Perer 

Aſhonld be a man and no man at the fame 

ime : But if Peter could at the ſame tine 
& at Paris and at Rome, hs might at the 

ane time be a man and no man, which I 
Prove thus : He. that may at the ſame time, 
& both Uead and alive, may at theſame rime 

$2 man and no man ; becauſe he that, 

{alive is a real man, and he that is dead 

8 no real man, but a carcaſs; But if Pe- 
of.could at the ſame time be at Pars and 
= 90 he might be both alive. and dead 
kt the ſame time; for he might be mortall 
"#ounded at Pars and die there, and at the 

a te time not be hurt at Rome, but alive, 

Ga and 
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and making merry there. Beſides, Peter mig 
be diviſibly at Paris, and indiviſibly at Romg] t 
( as Chriſt's body, according to our Adven| y 
faries, is diviſibly in heaven, and indiviſibly 
in the Hoſt: But if at Paris ( where hb 
ſhould be diviſibly) his head ſhould be cut of 
he would die, and ceaſe to be a man; and aff 
Rome ( where he ſhould be indiviſibly : 
in a point } his head ſhould not be cut off 
and fo he ſhould remain at the ſame tim 
a living and real man, which is a contr 
diction. In a word, Peter might be 
Paris mthe midſt of flames, and be burnt and 
reduced to aſhes, and conſequently ſhoulf/ 
die, and be no man ; whereas at- the ſam{- 
time he might be at Roe in the River Tiber 
ſound and brisk, and conſequently be a tru 
living man : whence it follows that he might 
be a man, and no man, which 1s a con 
diction. as YL 
14. To this may be added other abſurd 
ties that would follow from this Poſition that 
one body may be in divers places at once 
viz, That one Candle lighted might ging { 
light to all the World, if it were reproduce" 1 
in all places of the. World : That a greal t 
f 
\ 
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Army might be made of one'man, reproduf 
ccd in a hundred thouſand adjoyning places] | 
That all the debts in the World might bt 


pail 
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pitt paid with one Crown, reproduced as many 
i times as there be Crowns due : That all the 
ren] people in the World might quench their 
dll thirſt with- one Pottle of Wine, reproduced 
as many times as there be inhabitants in the 
only World : That all the men in the World 
| al'might drink in one and the ſame Glaſs, re- 
__ as many times as there be men in 
tthe World : (whereupon a man might be ſo 
# curious as to ask, whether if this Glaſs ſhoull 
raf be broken at Paris, it would alſo be broken 
al-at Rome, Conſtantinople, and other places : ) 
{That one man reproduced in an hundred 
"thouſand places, might at the ſame time mar- 
d-ry an hundred thouſand Wives, and 1ie 
with them ; whereupon a man might defire 
to know whether theſe Women might not 
h;conceive, and every one of them be deliver- 
raj ed of a child at the end of nine months; and 
conſequently it- may be faid that one man 
dj 4id in one night beget a hundred thouſand 
children, ' &c. | 
+ 15. The ſeventh Argument is' this; if 


w-Chriſt's body were in the Hoſt, it would be -| 


& ſen there; for being there in its glory ( as 

f the Rowiſh Doctors bo it is) it would be 
j# there more viſibly than it was when he'con- 
verſed amongſt men here below ; becauſe the 
I glory of Chriſt's body doth principally cone 
C 3 ſiſt 
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fiſt in the brightneſs and ſplendor of an cx g 
craordinary light, like to that which it bad ;, 
upon MountTaber; but who dares affirm thaſ 4 
ſuch a glorious; body is not viſible, wherg _ 
ſoever it .is; and yet it is certain thaſſs 
Chriſt's body is not to be ſeen in the Holly ; 
which is an evident ſign that it is not therg] þ 
But it may be faid that Chriſt's body. uf { 
under the accidents .of the -bread , a j G 
that theſe accidents. hide it from us. Tg , 

this I anfwer, that ( according to our Ad 

verlaries.) Chriſt's body is in the place wheres 
the ſubltance of the bread was : but the.fubf | 
Fry oP R609 ns not roge 4 acayl | 
ents, ang the accidents 91 the, H7gad. Werg | 
not upon-their ſubſtance, Jar then che ab] 
ſtance of the bread and its accidents bad beeg] | 
in two.different places, above and under be;{ 
ing twoſeveral differences of place, and that] 
which is under is not above, e*c.- Therefoss 
Chriſt's body;cannot be under. the, accidents] 
of the bread , and conſequently ,the ac: 
cidents do not hide from us. And ſeeing 
( as our Adverſaries fay ) Chriſt's body is in 
every part and point of the Hoſt, it muſt]. 
needs be in the ſuperticies, and conſequently 
cannot'be hid or covered by the accidents, of 
the bread. Here again it may be faid that 
Chriſt's body is glorious, luminous, eng om 
| ible 
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| ©Y fible of it ſelf, but God hinders us from ſee- 

Ying it. To this I anſwer, That if God hin- 
, "} ders; it is only bzcaufe he is pleaſed fo todo, 
I and conſequently - if he were pleaſed nor to 
| hinder, he would not do it, but would 'per- 
OI mit it to be ſeen in the ſame poſture as it isin 
% I the Hoſt. Whereupon I would ask our Adver- 

 faries in what poſture it would beſeen there, 
NY whether ſitting, ſtanding, lying, or in any 6- 
\ 1 ther poſture, or whether it would be in any 

1 poſture at all ? If it be in no poſture, it muſe 
Fi without any external form, becauſe poſture 
"24 or ſituation abſolutely depends upon exter- 
nal form. But how can a man been with+ 
out-an-external form: of a-man, and'withour 
being in any poſtnre of a man? arid how can 
' Chriſt's body be without poſture and without 
external-form; ſeeing (as our Adverſaries ſay) 
is whole and entire in the whole Hoſt and 
occupies the whole ſpace ofa great Hoſt? Bat 
if it be ſirting, or Crnding, or in' another 
poſture, and with the external form of a man, 
and if (as they ſay) it be whole, and entirein 
a point of the Hoſt, then it will follow that 
a man may be ſeen ſitting, or ſtanding in a - 

Sint ; and ſeeing a man that -is ſtanding; 

ath his head above and his feet below; Ar; 
will follow: thar Jeſirs Chriſt wilt Be ſeen in 
2 yoint of the Hoſt with his head above and* 

| C A his 
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his feet below, though in a point there be 
nothing above or below. To this I add, That 
if it could be ſeen in the Hoſt it would ap 
pear as big as the Hoſt, becauſe it would c 
cupy the whole ſpace of the Hoſt, and it 
would appear round, becauſe it would be 
bounded by the ſpace that the Hoſt occupies 

"which is round. Beſides, if the Hoſt ſho 
be divided into two equal parts, it would 
appear leſs by one half, and in the form of a 
half Circle, becauſe it would be whole and 
entire in the half of che Holt, and occupy 
the ſpace of it. It would alſo appear a 


| hundred thouſand times lefs, and in a hun- 
_ dred thouſand ſeveral forms ; for, as they 


fay, it.is whole and entire in a h:indred thou- 
{and partsof the Hoſt, and occupiesthe ſpaces 


of them. In a word, There was never ſuch a 
monſtrous thing ſeen in the World, as Chriſt's 


Body would be, if it were really in the Hoſt 
in ſuch a manner, as our Adyerſarics affirm it 


to be. - 

- 16, The eighth Argument is this : Either 
the Manhood of Jeſus Chriſt, which ' is pre- 
tended to be in the Hoſt, can at there, or it 
cannot, if it cannot ac, then it follows that 
it. cannotiee, hear, know, or love, or exer- 
Cile any other fun&tion of the ſenſitive or 
rational Soul : But if the Manhood of Chriſt 

| m 
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in the Hoſt knows nothing, nor loves no- 


| thing, then it follows that it will not be hap- 


bY, becauſe happineſs chiefly conſiſts in the 
owledge and love of God. Alſo the Man- 
hood of Chriſt in the Hoſt will be different 
from his Manhood in Heaven ; for ic will 
Khow in Heaven, and atthe ſametimeknow 
nothing in the Hoft ; ir will love in Heaven, 
and love nothing inthe Hoſt; it will (ce inHea- 
ven, and ſeenothing in the Hoſt.Butif Chriſt's 
Manhood can a& in the Hoſt as it doth in 
Heaven, then it will follow chat it'will open 
its eyes, and move its feet in a point ; becauſe 
according to our Adverfaries, it is whole and 
entire in every I :x5 ofthe Hoſt ; And ſeeit 
a5 they tellus,God can as eaſily pytthe whole 
world into a point, as he doth the whole.man- ' 
hood of Chriſt into a poinr of the Hoſt it will 
follow that all parts of che world exiſting in a 
point may do in it all thoſe ations which they 
now do in a vaſt ſpace, as the parts of Chriſt's 
Manhood exiſting in a point of the Hoſt can 
doin it all thoſe ations which they do in Hea- 
yen; and ſoina lefs ſpace than is occupied by 
a grain of Corn; the Sun may move from Eaſt 
to'Weſt, the Sea'may' have its 'Flouds and 
Ebbs, and the Engliſh may have a Sea hight 
with the Spaniards. Ina word, a Sparrow 
may eaſily ſwallow all the World, ſeeing the 
on World 
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World. will. not occupy ſo much: ſpace as,a 
grain of Corndoth; and yetthe World which 
it ſhall ſwallow, will be as great as'itis at pre: 
ſent; even as Chriſt's body in the Hoſt, 1s as 
bg od as tall as it was on the Croſs, as. our 
verlaricsaffirm.. . 

; I7.. The Un Argument is this : fs a34 
y. canqat be in a place, except it be produs 
ced there, : or $4 it comes, - be brought 
thither from ſome other place; fo a body cat 
not ceaſe to be in a place without being de- 
ſtroyed, .or going to-ſame other place; and 


conſequently if Chriſt's bady. ceafeth to be in| 


the Hoſt after, the-Conſumption of the acci- 
dents; it rauſt neceſſarily; excher periſh, or go 
to ſome other place : but Chriſt's body cang 
not periſh, for Feſw Chriſt dierh.no more, Rom. 
6.. And-Chriſt's; body .goes.t9! no-gther place; 
for if it ſhould. go to .any (other place, 
it would; goto Heayen;, but: it,cannot go 
to Heaven, . becaute. it is -thare- already, .and 
a man cannot go to A place where he is at 
ready : Therefore Chriſt's body dorh not 
ceaſe to be in the Hoſt. | Whence it follows, 
that either Chriſt's body fill remains in-the 
Hoft, and that it is impoſlible that it ſhould 
be conſumed, or elſe that itnever was inithe 
Hoſt : but every one knows by experience 
that-the Hoſts are caten and conſfiuned, and 

£nat 
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At is evident, that if 
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that Chriſt's body cannot be there 
Conſumption of "the accidents of HxLog 
Therefore it never was in the Hoſe. . ,_., - 
18. The tenth Argument is drawn from 
hence , That the pretended preſence, of 
Chriſt's body in the Hoſt, deſtroys'the.caa; 
ture of Chriſt's body, thus :;. The prapers 
ties of a Species are inconmunicahle. t0.CYE- 
y other Species. For example : The pros 
ties of a man are incommunicable toa 
i; - for ſeeing the. properties flow trom 
the Eſſence, or are the very 7 an it ſelf, 


7 Firks The  Fſe 
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ſubſtances amongſt themſelves, thats, they 
cannot be. together in. ane. and the fam. 


place. The ſecorid is, That bodies are in a 
| plac; 
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lace circumſcriptively, that is, all the Bodyljig 
:.in all the Place, but all the body is notin &{th 
very part oftheplate, but the partsofthe bodyIC 
are in the parts of the place; but ſpirits arein}gz 
a place definitively, that is, all the ſpirit is inf in 
all the place, andall the ſpirit isin every + a 
ofthe place ; becauſe a ſpirit having no ak IE 
muſt neceſſarily be all whereſoever it is}} 
Whence T form my Argument thus : That a 
Do&rine which givesto a body the properties} 
ofa ſpirit, changes the body into a ſpirit, and] g 
equently deſtroys the nature of a body, $ 
(&eing properties cannot be communicated! x 
withour the eflence: But the Doctrine of the ] | 
rerended preſerice of Chriſt's Body in the'] f 
ft, gives to a body the roperony of a ſpi-]t 
rit, becauſe it affirms that the quantity of | 
Chiifts Body. penetrates the quantity of the |} 
Bread, and isin he fame place withit ; that } 
all che parts of Chrilt's Body are penetrated }' 
ohgit themſelves, and are. all in one and ||, 
the Tame place; andthat Chriſt's Body is all | 
.an all the Hoſt, and all in every part of the || 
Hoſt: 'Therefore:the Dodrine of the Romiſh 
Chiirth zotichifng'the pretended preſence of 
Chriffs'Body in-+he Hoſt; deſtroys the na- 
x9. The eleventh Argument is drawnfrom 
hence: That Jeſis Chriit' being fate at _ 
| " 
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xlylfight hand is in a glorious eſtate : and yet 
1 Sithe Doarine of the pretended preſence of 
dl Chriſt's Pody in the Hoſt, ſubjects him to 
> if divers ignominies, viz. that his Body goes 
1M] into peoples bellies, and amongſt their ex- 
aſtcrement; that it is ſubje& to be eaten by his 
TSfEnemies, yea by Mice and other Beaſts. 
{Hear what Claude de Xaintes, a famous Ro- 
th mh Dodtor ſaith of it, Repet. 5. Chap. 2. 
16S} Of all theſe we exclude not one from the true 
nd] and corporal receiving of the Lords fleſh in 'the 
Y | Sacrament, let him be Turk, Atheiſt, Infidel, or 
ed] Hypocrite; yea, though be ſhould be the Dev; 
ne | biyſelf incarnate. It is alſo ſubje& tobeſtoln, 
he'| for about 25 years fince a Thief wasExecu- 
A1-]ted at Paris fe ſtealing out of a Church the 
ff, | Chalice and this God in it ; and the Prieſt 
e.| went to the Priſon in his facerdoral Orna- 
at | ments, and falling on his knees before the 
: Thiefs pocket, pulled his God: out of -it. 
l 
e 
h 
f 


| And as it is a God, that cannot keep him 

'| rom being ſtoln, ſo neither canhe keephim- 
| KIf from being burnt, as it appeared when 
the Palace-Hall at Paris was burnt. - In ſhore, 
The Hoſt, or God of the Mab, hath-been 
ken in the, hands - of one. poſleiied: by: the: 
Devil, and conſequently in the Devils pow-' 
e& 5 yea, there are Charms made by the.Re- 
| 27h Pricſts to compel-the Dey to —_ 
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God to.them. A horrible and prodigioughi 
thing to put God into the DeviFs powerkg: 
and into a capacity of being eaten by the 
vil incarnate, eſpecially, leeing he is no 
1us in Heaven. 0 
'-.20, The twelfth Argument is drawn fre 
hence. 'That God doth no miracles withoulff 
neceſlity:; but what neceflity- is there thallqy 
he ſhould do fomany miracles in this Sacra 
ment, wiz. that accidents ſhould be withoutf 
a kilbje&t ? that the bread ſhould be convert{g 
ed into Chriſt's » which is alreadyy 
That Chriſt's body ſhould adn; nd 
a-hundred thouſand: places at once ?- | 
i chad ther da fivoctd __ : » | 
wicked Men, by Beaſts, and by -Devilsincard 5 
nate? What necellity i is there that it ſhould þ \ 
carried away by the Devil, that it ſhould be} 
ſroln, burnt, &-c. Can it be-ſaid that-ir is fe | 
the {alvation of the Soul of him that eats it ?] 5, 
Bur'Reprobates,- as our Adverſaries confeſs] ( 
eat-it too:; and the-'Fairhful under the Old] 
Teſtament did not eat it, - nor do the litrlel 
children: of. Believers under the New, and 1 
Ns with are” faved:-for-all that. Can't 1 
with Bellarmin and Perron, that the ; 
being eaten, ſerves, as-arv incorruptible 
> orious Refurre&tion? Bur the Faich- 
tub of the: Old. Teſtament-; and the | lirtle 
G<E children 
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Oughildren of believersunder the New, will riſe 
Velggain gloriouſly, though they never partici- 
Faced of the Eucharift. And St. Paul tells us 
OWRey. 8. that this ſeed of the refurretionof our 
odies is not Chriſt's Fleſh, but his Spirit, in 
Dltheſe words, If the yn him =_ _— 
. 7 th row che load, dwell in'you,; he 
nallewicker: your mortal Bodies by his Spirit ou 
in you. 
2ue Fr. Laſtly, The holy Scripture is clear in 
djs matter; for Jeſus Chriſt is aſcended into 
yi Beaven, Atts 1. And the Heavens __ contain 
div cle time of Reſtitution of all thing s,A&ts 
and'he himdelf faith; 7 /eave' ——— 
to'the Father, Sr. John 16. The poor 
Ways with you, but me je have nut mo” 88. 
Marth. 26. To which may be added what 
Ffis Chriſt faith, — 24. VIZ. Ch 
e:Prophets wi come that 
a] or duo anudali he its inn; 8's Eran 
(or Cabinets) | whichcarinot be bur-by-the! do- 
* &rine of the RomeſbChurch, which uSCheiſe 
& body in. divers places, and ſhuts itup in feve- 
rlCabimers o-theic Altars;;ambir.is Very Te- 
| markdblethatinthe Greek 1 It 194s 5 ay455 ox; that 
inthe Cupboards} 4116p bong {Ns an 
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Againſt the adoration or worſhipping of the Hof 


Fat! 


I. Gainſt the adoration of the Hoſt, Þ 
form three Propoſitions ; "The 
is this, we are not obliged to adore or wolf” 
hip God every where, or in all places whe 
he 1s, at leaſt not with external adoratioliff 
but we are only obliged to worſhip him T7 
all places where he appears in hisglorions MF! 
jeſty. The firſt part of this Propoſition, va 
That weare not obliged to worlhi pGod i in al 
places where he is, appears by the raticel R 
al Chriſtians. For God being every whiere 
and - conſequently in Stones, Trees, Beaf 
Devils, and all other Creatures, there is 
man fo extravagant as tofall on his knees hel 
fore a Tree, an Aſs; or a Devil, that he m | 
worſhipGod inthem, whois as really: preſen 
in'them, as he isin Heaven. | 
2. Theſecond partof this Propolition, uit 
that we -are -only obliged to worſhip 
ah pl with her be pe external Eo 
ces where taps 2 _ inns 
which (tay her nc eh] 
they asked him how Wy Tod pray ; ; "for 
he anſwers them thus; Fhen:ye pray, ſay, Ow 
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Father which art in Heaven, St. Matth. 6, St 
| 11. Why doth hefay, which art in Hea- 
pj, and not which art on Earth, or in the 

2, Or in the Air, ſeeing — is wally inall 
+ Sele Places ? But only, becauſe God ap- 
"Wears in Heaven in his glorious Majeſty, and 
re crowns all the bleſſed Spirits with his 
Glory Secondly, When God appeared to 
tte /es in the burning Buſh, which was not 
of umed, he faidto him, Take thy ſhoves from 
ef «hy feet, for the place where ha ſtandeft ts 
Mow Ground, Exod. 21, Why is this Ground 
| ' holy, , and Moſes commanded to ap” 
<9 ch it with reverence, ſubmiſſion, = 
ration, ſecing any other Ground is equal- 
}God's Creature, and that he is equally 
nel t every where? But only, becauſe God 
A6dd manifeſt ſomewhat of pa Power and 
AGlory in that place, by cauſing the Buſh ts 
burn wichour being ——— Thirdly Y, Fo 
3 and the Iſrachtes did proſtrate theme 
{fore the Ark of the Covenant, Joſhua 7. 6. 
Altecauſe-God appeared there in a perculiar 
[and glorious manner ; for, from the Mercy- 
fat which covered it, he gave his Oracles, 
J nd made known his will, Exod. 25. 22 
> | Numb. 7 
Fourthly, When the Prieſt celebrates 
/|Maſs, a little before the confeeration, he re- 
commends 


y 
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commends the .ſar/am-corda, that is, the liftinþs.* 
up of their hearts; Why the lifting them uſi 
ſeeing God is equally both above and beloy 
but only becaule God appears.in Heaven © 
his glorious Majeſty 5 and conſequently itÞ { 
thither that wemuſt dire ourV ows,curPrafC 
ers, and our Worſhip. Ac 

3- Theſecond Propoſition is this : We af 
not obliged to adore Jeſus Chriſt in the wat 
of: baptiſm, though he be really there in 
gard of all that is adorable in him. The fir 
part of this Propoſition, viz. That we aff 
not _ to worſhip Jeſus Chriſt in ti 
water of baptiſm, is —_— proved by-thi 

of alt Chriſtians;- t5r-no marn-1 

on his: knees before the-water of baptiſnſ# 
and adored Jeſus Chriſt in it, at leaſt not with® 
external Worſhip, whichis only here inteng® 
ed; and doubtleſs thereaſon is, becauſe Jef 
Chriſt diſcovers no beam of his. Glory thereſ 
nor doth he appear in the water of baptiſm 
any more than'in other waters; fothat as Iv 
are not obliged to worſhip God, fave onff® 
where he appears in his glorious Majeſty, 4 
hath been proved; ſs neither are we-obligeh ® 
to:worſhip Jeſus Chriſt, but only where? 
diſcovers ſome beam of his Glory which' 


doth not in the waterof baptiſm. 
| = 


4. 
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id.,4 The ſecond part of thisPropoſition,wiz. 
That Jeſus Chrilt is really preſent in the Wa- 
miter of Baptiſm-in reſpect of - all that is to-be 
lored in him, is-provedthus : All that is of 
{lf adorable in Jeſus Chriſt, is either his 
Godhead, or his divine Perſon, or his divine 
Attributes. As for his Godhead, ſeeing it is 
cally every where, it cannot be denied but 
that-t i5 alſo in the Water of Baptiſm. - As 
war his Perſon, ſeeing it is divine, and eter- . 
bal, and infinite, it 1s really every where, 
ad conſequently in the Water of Baptiſm-: 
and as for his divine Attributes, ſeeing-they 
re Fry: ins really wag fron the. Godhead, 
perton, 0 t w- Chri6, :4t necef{anily 

4 plows, that ſeeing the Godhead and. Perſon 
#Jeſus Chriſt arereallyin the Water of Bap- 
t need bethere 
fil dew | 
$1125. The third Propoſition is this: 1. We are 
WA obliged to adore Jeſus Chriſt in the Hor, 
wo Soupglr he be really 'there in reſpe&t. of all 
Fiat is to be adored in him, viz. in reſpedt of 
{1sGodhead, his divine Perſon, and his divine 
4 Attributes; yea, though he were there invi- 
ably in-reſpe&t of his Manhood too.. The 
pnncipal.reaſon of this hath been-touche up- 
oft already; wiz That as we are not obliged 
to worſhip God in all places where he - ( - 
caſt 


p > 
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leaſt not with external _ but the 
only where he appears in his glorious Ma 
ſty, viz. ordinarily in Heaven, and extrag 
dinarily elſe where, as hath been proved 
the firſt Propoſition. And as we are not of 
ed to worſhip Jeſns Chriſt in the Water 
ptiſm with external adoration, though WF 
be really there in reſpec of all that is ado 
ble in him, becauſe he doth not diſcover amt 
leaſt beam of his Glory there, nor appeal 
in the Water of Baptiſm more than in oth&# 
waters, as hath been proved in the ſecc ; 
Propoſition : Even fo we are not obliged 
worſhip Jeſus Chriſt in the Hoſt with extelſ 
nal adoration although he- be there -in | 
Jped of all that isto be adored in him, ye 
| he were there in reſpett of his M k 
hood too; becauſe Jefus Chrift doth not df# 
cover any beam of his glory there, nor dow ® 
he appear in the conſecrated Hoſts any moyſfi 
than in thoſe that are not conſecrated ; fol 
no man can diſtinguiſh the one from the'q' 
ther. And as for his Manhood which 
pretended to be there inviſibly, I ſay that 
there is no ſenſible mark of its prelency] | 
and conſequently nothing which obligetl" 
us to external worſhip, tor the ſame re 
ſon-as is already alledged; for if the inf ! 
viſible preſence of the Godhead, di ” 
Pertor 


(63) 
eFerſon, and divine Attributes of. Jeſus 
hriſt which are of themſelves adorable, do 
:0t oblige us to external worſhip in the Wa- 
xr of iſm, why ſhould the Manhood 
Jeſus Chriſt, which is not of it ſelf ado» 
r (able, oblige us to external adoration hong 
1 were in the Hoſt, it being there only, 
ifs they ſay inviſibly 2 In a word, They 
ehimuſc Gi us the diſparity, and tell us the 
aFKaſon why we are not obliged to adore 
defi Chris with external worſhip in the 
Water of Baptiſm, though he be really there 
| ggreſent .in reſpet of all that which is 
dadorable in him, viz. in reſpe& of his God- 
ead, his divine Perſon, and his divine At- 
butes, and yet are obliged to worſhip 
fus. Chriſt in the Hoſt with an external 
i worſhip, though nothing renders him more 
Worable there than in the water of Bap- 


ot v4 To this the Jeſuite St. Rigant, one of 
the moſt learned of his Order, anſwers, 
{That although there be nothing in the con- 
 kcrated Holt that renders him more adora- 
{ ble than in the water of Baptiſm ; yet there 
tf 's-fomething in the Hoſt which obli us 
to external worſhip, which is not in the 
water of Baptiſm; becauſe, ſaith he, the 

| Manhood of Jeſus Chriſt is in the Hoſc, and 
is 
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is there in ſtead of a ray of glory; and Go. 1 
will er err refer , Where the Math, 
Note 3 ottoe. | 
t: But ifi'the Water o 

Chriſt diſcovers no beam of his glory, andh 
Matihood, which is equivalent to a ray « 
glory, is not there. 

-.To'this 1 reply, That therays or bear 
of ory which ob bigs us to external adort 


tion in a certain place, muſt be ſenſibly if 5 
that place. And t erefore ſeeing the Mat L 
wad of Jeſus Chriſt which is pretended : 
ſuppoſed to be really preſent in the Holtf 
15 neither viſible nor ſenſible; it cannot b $ 
equifalent to a beam of Glory. To whid 


T add, That- as. the Godhead and Divi 
perſon of Jeſus Chrift which are equally vre 
fent in the Water of Baptiſm, and in th na fa 
Hoſt, do not oblige us to *external work, 
ſhip, for this only reaſon, wiz. ' becauli 
they do not diſcover any ray of their goto 
oe ſo neitherdoth the Manhood of Jef 
Chriſt, pretended and ſuppoſed to be really Ic. 
eſent in the Hoft, oblige us to external z], 
ion, for this only reafon, viz. be 
cauſe it appears not there, nor diſcovers] 
any ray of its glory. Laſtly; T affirm thatſe, 
by the very dodrine and Ye fhich of the a 
Romiſh Church it ſelf, we are not obliged 
to 
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«$ adore Jeſus Chriſt in all places where 
I, | 
Th acl at eaten, and whoſe accidents are 

Yot yet deſtroyed ; nor in that Hoſt which 
/ Silockt up in the Cupboard that is on the Al- 
. $855 nor in; that Hoſt which a Prieſt carries 
2 Inderhis Cloak to a ſick-perſon- in theCoun- 
_— 8. To this the ſame Jeſuite anſwers, That 
"Slthough the glory of Chriſt's Manhood, ap- 
\ ({ſ{#ar5 nor to our bodily eyes, yet it appears 
@che-eyes of our ſoul, viz. to our, Faith ; 
uo the greateſt glory of Chriſt's Manhood 
-Fonſiſts in its being perſonally united to the 
Kodhead, and in being ſuſtained in a pecu- 
ar manner by the Word. Suppoſe then, 
Jays he, .that Jeſus Chriſt be in-the Hoſt, 
*Ine-are ſure that it-is perſonally, 'united-t0 
Mite Godhead, 'and conſequently, the glory of 
3 Chriſt's Manhood, which conſiſts in this 
1pional union, doth 'certainly appear to 
our Faith, which is ſufficient to oblige us to 
<extcrngl adoration of Jeſus Chritt in the 
io, 9 Tothis Lreply, That there is a two- 
F: fold glory-of God, and of Jeſus Chriſt, or 
119 his ood, wiz, the one gflential, in- 
; ternal, 
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ternal, and hid from our ſenſes ; the othyn, 
accidental; external and apparent to offty 
ſenſes: the eſſential and. internal glory $4 
God which is hid from our ſenſes, conſiiin; 
in the eminence of his perfeQtions, which ab fi 
to be infinite, almighty, moſt wiſe, ee. athn; 
the accidental and external glory of Golf 

which appears to our ſenſes, conſitts in ſonlſit 
miraculous and extraordinary effe&, whic 

is ſenſible; as when God cauſed a Buſh 
burn without being conſumed ; when We 
pronounced his Oracles from above th 

Mercy-leatz and when, being made mah 

and having manifeſted himſelf in the -flelW 
he commanded the winds and the wavel C 
caſt out Devils, raiſed the dead, &-c. - BY F: 
I affirm that we are not obliged to wa 
ſhip God with an external adoration in 4 
places where he is, in his eſſential and Wt 
ternal glory only, although © . appealſth 
to our” Faith 3 becauſe God being even i 
where with this eſſential and internal gWin 
ry, we ſhould be obliged to worſhip hy 
with an external adoration in Trees, 'G 
Beaſts, yea, and in Devils too, which is af 7; 
ſurd : But we are only obliged to worlhilffh 
God with external Worſhip in all” play; 
where he makes his eſſential and internal y, 
glory appear- by ſome accidental and exter 


(67) 

W nal glory, viz. by ſome Miraculous or ex- 
rao: dinary effe&t, which is ſenſible, and e- 
'Squivalent to a Ray of his eſſential and inter- 
Wnal Glory, as appears by what is ſaid in the 
agfirſt Propoſition. In like manner the perlo- 

Imal union ofthe. Godhead and Manhood, be- 
Wing an eſſential glory of Jeſus Chriſt, and an 
Witnternal glory of his Manhood, wholly hid 
@fom our ſenſes, doth not oblige us to the ex- 
Lfternal adoration of Jeſus Chriſt, although it 
Erertainly appears to our Faith, except it be 
Waccompanied wich an external and ſenſible 
gory ; for ifthe eſſential and internal glory 

W the-Godhead and divine perſon of Jeſus 
ve Chriſt, which appear equally preſent to our 


\ 


Faith inthe Water of Bapriſm, do nor oblige 

<# to an external adoration of Jeſus Chrilt, 

| Fexcept it be accompanied with an acciden- 

tal, external and ſenſible glory ; why ſhould 

the incernal glory of Chrilts Manhood, 

Alf which is ram we beneath the eſſential and 
of t 


dM internal glo he Godhead, and appears 
preſent to the Faith of thoſe of the Romiſh 

I Church, oblige them to the external ado- 
ration of Jeſus Chriſt, if it be ſeparated 

Wi from all external and ſenſible glory ? To this 
add. That according to the doctrine and 


MA practice of the Romiſh Church, we are not 
ter D obliged 
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obliged to adore Jeſus Chriſt with external 
adoration in all places. where. the, perſonal 
union of. the Manhood with the Word, ap- 
pears to the Faith of thoſe of that Church; 
tor we are not obliged to adore Jeſus Chriſt 
in that Hoſt which a Prieſt hath newly ſwal- 
lowed;.; nor in that hoſt which is locke up; 
nor in that hoſt which a Prieſt carries un 
der his Cloak. to a fick perſon in the Coun- 
try; - althopgh the eſlencial glory of Jeſus 
Chriſt, and the internal - glory of his. Marr 
hood (which this Jeſuits makes to conſiſt in 
the perſonal union of the Manhood with thy 
Word) appear certain to the Faith of thoſe 0 
the Remiſh Church. 

To. To this the Jeſuite anſwers, That as if 
we would obtain any grace from God; con- 
ſidered as he really exilts in a ftone,we ſhould 
be obliged to proftration and external wor- 
ſhip of the Godhead. really preſent-in that 
{tone : ſo, if we. wank obtajn apy'graceirom 
Jeſus Chriſt really exiſting inth&@holt, wear 
obliged to approach unto- it with reverence, 
and external adoration; and-conlequently we 
are obliged to worſhip Jeſus Chrilt in the holt £ 
with external adcration whenloever, wel ; 
would obtain any gracefrom him-as he exalts | { 
in the hoft. | S145 
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rr. To this I reply, That as we are never 
obliged to beg grace of God, as heexifts in 
a ſtone; except he diſcovers fome beam of 
his glory there, (for it is ſufficient to beg grace 
of God conſidered as he exiſts in heaven, 
where he appears in his glorious Majeſty ac- 
cording to the command of Jefus Chriit, 
when ye pray, ſay, Our Father which art ins 
hesven, and according to the command of the 
Apoftle, lift up your hearts ) fo we are never 
obliged to beg grace of God or Jefus Chriſt, 
conſidered as exiſting in the hoſt, becauſe he 
diſcovers no Ray of his glory there; but it is 
{iffictent toBeg grace of God or Jeſus Chriſr, 
conſidered as cxiſting in heaven, becauſe he 
always appears there in his glorious Majelty. 
Therefore as we are never obliged to beg 
grace of God conſidered as exiſting in a ſtone, 
ſo we are never obliged to adore him there : 
and as we are never obliged to beg grace of 
God or Jeſus Chriſt, confidered as exifting 
in the hoſt, ſo we are never obliged to adore 
him-there with external adoration. 

12. To this the Jeſuite anſwers, That God 
hath done many miracles by his Sacrament, 
and-in it ; both by puniſhing prophane per- 
ons, and the deſpiſers of it, and alſo by 
making a little child appear upon the Altar, 
72 or 
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or fleſh in ſtead of the bread, or blood inſtead 
of the wine: all which ought to be acknow- 
ledged as ſo many Raysoftheglory of Chriſt's 
Manhood, and that they ever oblige us to 
the external adoration of Jeſus Chritc in the 
Hoſt. 

13. To this I reply, That I do not at all 
doubt bur that God hath many times puniſh- 


ed prophane perſons, and the contemners of 


this Sacrament, both ordinarily and extraor- 
dinarily ; for St.Paul 1 Cer. 11. tell us that ma- 
hy of thoſe that did receive this Sacrament 
unworthily, were ſick, and many ſlept, that 
is, were dead : and St. Cyprian inthe Treatiſe 
of thoſe that fall, obſerves God's Judgment 
againſt wicked and prophane perſons, and the 
contemners of this Sacrament. Buit as fcr 
thoſe apparitions of Jeſus Chriſt in form of 
a child, and of fleſh and blood, &c..I look 
on them as fabulous ſtories invented by 
Monks and other ſuperſtitious perſons, above 
ſeven or eight hundred years after Chriſt, 
when the Dodrine of the real preſence of 
Chriſt's Manhocd inthe Hoſt, began to pre- 
vail, and was powerfully oppoſed by God's 
People in thole days. 

14. Secondly, I ſay, That although 
thcre had been ſuch apparitions, yet we muſt 
not 
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not infer from thence, eithef the preſence 
of Chriſt's Manhood, or external adoration ; 
becauſe that isnot Chriſt's Fleſh which ſeems 
to be ſo ; and theſs apparitions- may he il- 
Inſions of the Devil. The Jeſuit Vaſquez 
in Diſput. 193. chap. 2. ſpeaks thus. I 
anſwer, That which appears 1s mot the. Fleſh of 
Chriſt, nor of any other that x realy Fleſh ; 
but it is only an Effigies, or. appearance of 
Feb; as St. Thomas ſaith : and whereas the 
ſimple are deceived, and do believe that Chriſt's 
Fleſhis there in a diviſible and Bloody manner, 
it s no great matter ; and this deceit muſt be cor- 
retted by the right inſtruttion of the Dottors. Ga- 
briel Biel, a Gn Door of the Romiſh 
Church; Leſſon Fr. upon the Cannon of the 
Maſs, ſaith, that ſuch apparitions of Fleſh and 
Blood may be made by the illuſions of the Devil, to 
deceirre the ſimple, God permitting it to be ſo ; 
and he gives an examplz of it, wiz. That in a 
' Convent of Minor Friers at Yſennes in Thurin- 
gia, a certain perſon like unto an Anzel, appear- 
ed to a Lay-Frier that was preparing - bimſelf 
for the Communion, and thru(t into his Mouth 
a piece of Fleſh which as ſon as he had fſwal- 
lowed, he was poſſeſſed, and grievouſly tor- 
mented by the Devil. "The Jefuit Suarez, 
Tom- 3. Diſp. 55. __ 2. ſpeaks thus. Ex: 
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ience tells that þ of time this fleſh'and 
Fas od Hops havua & Euchariſt, are 
changed and corrupred. | Butrwhen this hap- 
--pens, fairh that famous Rowiſh Doctor Llen- 
ander Hales, Sent. 4. Queſt. 11. ' If is a fag» 
that the apparition which was made 'in that 
 ferm, was not made by the power of God, but 
by the power of the "Devil, or by the craft "of 
Man, © 4 | a 
: - x5.” Thirdly, If ir were as true asiit is falſe, 
that Jeſits Chriſt hath appeared ſometimes in 
the Sacrament of the Euchariftin the form of 
a lirfle Child, or of Fleſh and of Bloodz-yet 
I fay, that as'God, when a, Lats to Mo 
fer intheBuſh thatburned withogt beingeon- 
ſumed; was tobe ary or there, for thi 
only reaſon, becauſe he dilcovered/a beam of 
his glory by caufing the Baſh"to burn wich- 
:out being conſumed”; but ir doth notfollow 
thar. God muſt be worſhipped in all other 
Bifhes. though he be as n_ in them as he 
-was in that for this only reafon, becauſe he 
doth-not diſcover in them'any Ray of hisglo- 
ry* 1o,if Jeſus Chrift hath fometimgsappear- 
ed viſibly in the Hoſt (which I do not grant) 
I think then he ſhould ' have been wor- 
ſhipped, becauſe of ſuch a viſible appear- 
ance, which is equivalent to a ray of 


glory ; 
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glory; but i ffllows not that Jeſus Chriſt miift 
be adored in other Hoſts; _—_ 27-4 | 


, thotigh' 

/ reaſon, becauſe rio Ray'of roy: ok Þ: 
pearsthere. 

£6.” To the three foregoing Propoſicins 
add: this Argument, which is very confſide- 
rable - Inlawfiil adoration it is requiſite that 
he thay adores, be'well affured that what he 
, | #dores is the true God, elſe he may juſtly*be 
| teproached,-as Jeſus Chriſt ered yur the 
'  womanof Sayraria, ye worſhip ye know not what. 
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Hoy worker trieGod; an 
always & thar they: rſh 
8 bev> iv: hp "ers inftead of the Redeent- 


of the World; becauſe according to 
thetr- pn, DoRrine, the Teal preſence. i 
Ctirift's body in the Hoſt de on law- 
ful nc rx ori and fawfyl conſecration 
depends on the quality of the Prieſt, ” and 
on the pronouncing of the words*of conſe- 
cration, and on his intention Pronoun- 
cing them ; for there is no: conſecration: ( as 
they" fay-) 'when either he that celebrates 
Maſs' is' no-Prieft, or doth not pronounce 
the words that are effenrially- requiſite-to 
4 con- 
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A ago Viz, (994 my wn » &C-:-0r 
ot aa jo them, avs 
wE fc ate ; and conſequent! a ec 
remains meer bread. " Par jodan 
Oe, certainly to know theſe three bs 
or as forthe quality of the Prieſt, he mal 
have been baptized 3. and he thar 
» him mult have obſerved the eſleatial a 
Baptiſm, and have had intention. to. baptizg 
him : Again hemuſt have received Oxdina; 
tion froma.true Bi op; and the Bi 
have obſervedthe eſſential form of Ord: F 
on, and have had Intention, to..make. Bib | 


the Es, intention of on Dull 
-and they again, for the making OR true 
iſhops, mult alſo have received Bapti 
dination in due form, and with the re- 
quiſite intention, from other true Biſhops, 
and. theſe from others, and ſo back to.the 
Apoſtles. . «But who. can be . alſured that 
pc the Apoltlcs ro a Biſhop, or Prieff, 
now 'adays there hath been no failing, ci- 
ther in the eſſential form of Bapriſm-or Or- 
dination,. or.1n the requiſite intention? oy 
or 
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for rhe pronouncing of the words'requilitets 
conſecration; hone but: the: Prie{t- can know: 
whether he hath pronounced them or not, bes 
cauſe in the celebration of the Maſs, thoſe 
words are pronounced: fo ſoftly; that na 
perſon preſent can hear-them.. And as/for 
the intention, it is evident that no'man'but 
himſelf can” know it. - Beſides, ;It 5 knowift 
that ſome; Priefts are Magicians, as Lewas 
Grffredi; and ' other wicked Prieſts, who 
C__ conſecrate .in we vets ne 
with the. requiſite intention; eſpecially tuch” 
as believe nothing: of what-xzhey profes; 
yea, 'divers ; Monks and + Prielts--that| have 
beerrconverted to our Religion, have affur- 
ed us:that for a-long - time: before their con- 
verſion they; did abhor the Idolatry that was 
practiſed inrhe{iadofration ofthe Hoſt. Judge 
thenfdach -perſons as theſe had'atty. inten; 
_ coffecrate-in the celebration of the 
Mats: '-- | | | 
15.) The Romiſh Doctors have ſought all 
the" remedies [imaginable to,.. prevent this 
danger,” PoperdAdrian Queſt, 3 Ipeaks thus; 
In | the aderation -of 'the' -Euchariſh there is ab; 
way @  tacite\ condition, Viz: if, the conſecrar 
tion be puly made ;, (as. bath been- decided-at 
the Council of Conſtance ) ; aberwiſe they 


could not be excuſed from Idolatry, that wor- 
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fhip. the Hoſt -when the Prieſt pretends to Celebrate, f 


but Celebrates not ;- or pretends 0 Celebrate and 
« 20 Prieft,, as it many times happens. Obſerve 
chele words, is mayytimes happens, for they 
ſhew that there is great caute of  doubring, 
and that much''caution muſt be uſed. For 
25 if a Woman, in her Husbands abſcence 
ſhould fay to a Man. that comes to her, 
and tells her he is her Husband, (and ſhe 
hath probable grounds ro fuſpe&t him) 7 
Fhok art my Husband T will recerve thee, and 
thereypon - endeavours'to clear it before: ſhe 
admits hith to any privacy, this condition 
frees her promiſe from blame ; but if the 
gives het elf up to him, before ſhe "clears 


this doubt, ſaying, I will reteive thee if thou 


art mi Hit this condition doth not free 
her action from blame; butſhewill be repur- 
ed an Adulterefs. Even foifx matvto whom 
an. Hoſt is: propoſed to be adored, -and he 
hath reaſon to doubt whether it oughtto be 
adored, ſhould only fay, F thou art Chriſt 1 
will adore! thee, and thould not adore it 
before he [he! well affared-of it; this con- 
dition! would render him 'blametes; -but if, 
notwithſtanding his doubr, © he: adores it, 
this condition, if thou art Chriſt, I adore 
the, doth” not exempt him Irom the crime 


TC: ti 


had furniſhed the Heathens withſpeciouspre4 


(7) 
of- Tdolatry ;-' for-to what purpoſe is. ths con- 
dition, whether it be tacite, or expreft, Tadcre' 
thee if thou art Chriſt, becaale he actually a- 
dores it, without knowing whether it be {6 
of fot ? g 2 4 a 
18, To what hath beetvſaid,; Fadd, That 
the Primitive Church never adbred the Hoſt 
nor believed- that-the tbdy (and blogd of +: 
Chriſt were _—_ d One in the Sacr#- 
ment of the'Euchariſt., for if rhe Chrian 


of thePrimitive. Church had believed it, th 


tencest0-excuſe the Idolatry. of cheir Image- 
worſhip, and to retort uporr the Chitftians. - 
thoſe very arguments which they had mads 
ufe of 4painit them. a” 
_tg6 Firſt, The Hearhens did- maintabi. ' 
that "their - Idols, were \compoſed of two, 
273%. of a viſible Image and ar it 
viſible _ dwelling in it. - They. brine 
their - gods, laich -St. Chryſoftow 1 Theodover 
in Atrep, into their baſe images of wood and 
ſtenne, and ſhut them: up there as in a priſon. | 
Your gods, 1aith Armobins Pook 6. dwell if 
Plaifter ani baked Earth; and, that they may. | 
make theſe materials more venerable, they [uf- 
fer themſelves to be flut up, and to retain . 
hid and detained in an -0b/cure- priſon, But 
might 


(8) 
might not the Heathens haye juſtly. zeplyed. 
| to the Ancient Chriſtians, if they had belie- 
ved what the Romiſh DoRors do. now adays; 
And do not you believe the very ſame of your 


Hoſt, that icis compoſed of two things, -wi% 


of the viſible hacks of breed, and the inviſi- 
ble body of Chriſt, which. is hid-under; the 
ſpecies?  Doth not your diy dwell in ba- 


ked dough,-and that he make a piece of 
Bread more venerable, doth he: not- ſuffer 
Himſelf to be ſhut-up, and doth he not/1e- 
main hid, as ina pnſon7 L202 1-12068 

20, Secondly, - The , Heathens held that 
conſecration was the mean; whereby the Dei- 
x ag they adored, was made preſent in 
the Image. So Tertullian in his Apolag. chap. 
12. faith, I find nothing to objeft agamſt Images, 
but that the matter, -of them ws fuch as our Fry- 
5ng-puns and Kettles are made of , 2vhich changeth 
is deſtiny by conſecration. And JMinutins - Fe- 
tix Tpeaks thus of a Pagan Image, Behold it is 
melted, forged, faſhicned, and yet is not God ; 
behold it. is guilded, finiſhed, eretted, and yet. is 
wot God ; behold it is adorned, conſecrated, and 
worſhipped, and then it is God. \ And Arnobgiis 
in Book 6. Dedication or Conſecration - makes 
ther dwell in Images, they refuſe not to tovell 
in habuations of Earth, or rather, bing 
forced 
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L Bforced to go. into-them by the right of Dedica. 

» ftion, 'they are mcorporated,, and joyned -to the 

Images. But might not' the Heathens have 

replied-to-the Chriſtians thus; We find it juſt 

ſo 4n your Euchariſt, ,#iz. that the ſigns are 

- of the ſame matter with our common Bread 

Band Wine, - but change their deſtiny by con- 

| Efccrationz behold it is 'kneaded, and moul- 
ded, and. yet it is not God ; behold ic is 
baked-in the Oven, and yet it is not God ; 
behold- ic is conſecrated and adored, and: 
thenit is God ; - for, your Chriſt doth -not 
refuſe to. gnter into-thele earthly matters, or 
rather, being forged to-go into them by the 
right. of - conſecration, . he is incorporated. 
and joyned to the ſpecies of the Bread and 
Wine? 

21. :Thirdlyy The Heathens had both: 
great- and -little- Images, and did believe 
that the Deicy , - which they worſhipped ; 
was as well in-the little as in the great ones. 
Arnobixs in_Book 6. jeers them for this, ſay- 
ing , that If their Geds had their great | and. 
little Images in which they dwelt, they muſt. 
needs be ſtraightned for -want of room in- the, 
little ones, ——_ in the preat ones they might 
ſtretch themſelves out at their full length. But 


might -not the -Heathens have reprogthed. 
the 


the Chriſtians: of thoſe times inthe ſame 
manner if they had believed - that Jeſus} 


Chriſt had beer: wholly contained as well 
in a'lictle Holt as in a great one, and as 
well- in the leaſt part” of the Hoſt: as inthe 


greateſt; : (ELLE LOG 
22.\Laftly, The Hoatuns were cepregah: 
ed for wor Wood and Stone, the 


work of mens ha - things that cannot fee; 
hear, ſmell; caſte, breaths, ſpeak, or move; 
things expoſed to age, ruſt, Py es 
falling, breaking /burning,; &-5, to ths es 
of Worms, Mice, and other Beaſts; fubje&t 

the-power 'of Enemies, to be ſtoln; lockt og 
&c. as you may read in Arnobins, Laftantine, 
Mconutine Felix, and other ancient Doors of 
the Chureh. "But if thoſe ancient Chrifti- 
ans had believed» what the Romanifts now 
do, might not the Heathens have replyed 
thus? And can | you deny that the Hoſt which 
you worſhip is the work of a mans hands, 
that moulded it, and gave it ſuch a form 
as pleated him, and ther: conſecrated it 
wity ceregin words to make your Cheift 


come iri into it whok and entire-2 Doinot: 


you adore” your Hoft, which neither fees, 
nor hears, ' nor ſmells, nor breathes, nor 


walks, nor ſpeaks, nor moves? . Is not your 
Hoſt 


(81) | 
Hoſtſubje& to age, duſt, falling, burning, to 
EWorms,.to Mice, and other Beafts? Is it not 
1 Flubject to-be taken away, ſtolen, lockt up;e*c. 
But if itbe faid.chat the accidents of the Hoſt 
are O uly ſubje& to theſe inconveniences, and 
not Jeſus Chrilt thae is under them ;, b an- 
{wet that the Heathens had ſai theſame, viz 
that their Gods: were not ſubject to theſe in- 
conveniences, but the Images only in which 
theywerez for in Arnobius his 6 Book, they 
ſpeak ghus': He believe not the Copper, Goid, and 
Silver, whereof the Images are made,to he Gods 
and Deities, that of themſelves deſerve aderation ; 
but in theſe materials we adore thoſe that ſacred 
dedication imtroduceth,, and cauſeth to dwell in 


the Images. 


Againſt the raking away of the Cup. 


I, E ar taking away of the Euchariſtical 

L.. Cup waseftabliſhed as an Article of 
Faith/by-the Romyſh.Church, Repreſentative, 
aſſerhbled'1in- Council .at Conſtance, Anno 
1415. Seſſion 13. in a Canon, the chief 
daules whereof are theſe : Seeing that in d:- 
vers parts .of the World there be ſome -who raſh- 


h preſume to ſay, that Chriſtin people ought 
Fo 
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to partake of the  Sacriment of the Eucharif 
under both eve the Bread and Wine; ani 
do girve the Communion to Lay people, not only un 
der TCL of the Bread, but alſo under thi 


ſpecies of the Wine ; this preſent holy general CountF. 
Ml ftance fill ofembled in they; 
of the Holy Ghoſt, being deſirous to provide'for 
the ſafety f the faithful agamſt the errour, doth 
therefore declare, decree, and determine, thi 
elthough Feſus C nt did adminiſter ths wvene- 
rable Skcrament to his Diſciples under” both the ' 

ſpecies of Bread and Wine ; and although ins the 
Primitvyve Church the Faithful did receive thi 
Satrament under both ſpecies, yet notwithſtand- 
Ing that ( for the avoiding of © certains dangers 
and ſcandals) this cuſtom, which was imtrodu- 
ced with reaſon, ought to be kept, viz. That 
Prieſts that ſay Maſs ſhall: communicate under 
both the ſpecits yi the Bread and Wine, but that 
Lay-perſons on communicate - under "the. ſpecies 
of” Bread only : and they that ſhall ſay the con- 
 Trary, ought fo ” co as — and 
tevioully puniſhed by the Biſhops, or therr. Offict- 
* : Ti Ganoh ws ple at bythe for 
ceeding Romiſh Councils, and particularty' by 

the Council of Trent. 1 
' 2. Againſt ſo horrible a Canon, and fo 
ſtrange a Law, it's very difficult to oppole 
any 
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ny thing 3, for,-if you tell them that this 
wr. 15: contrary te the Inſtitutiun and con 
and of. Jeſus Chriſt, theyifreely confels ic.* 
2ing that-glthough Jeſus Chriſt did inſtitute 
id adminiſter the Euchariſt under both ſpe- 
ies, yet they will not have it ſo practiſed. If 
Sou teMl them that this Law-is contrary to the 
ommand of. St. Paul, and: practice of the 
Primitive Church, they ingenuouſly own it ; 
or they openly declare, that although the 
aithful in the Primitive Church did receive 
he-Sacrament .of the Euchariſt under both 
pecies, yet they that practice it thus, ougee 
o be expelledand puniſhed as Hereticks. This 


the true way of ending, all. Controverſies, 
and of heopien is bc haniag with them. 


For Example, If we alledge that St. Pal, x 
Tim. 4. faith, that they who . forbid to marry, 
nd command to abſtain from meats, do teach 
tbe dodtrines of Devils ; they need wy an- 
1. wer, That although St. Paul doth ſay fo, yet 
1 {ve muſt not believe -it, becauſe the Romrſh 
Church hath determined otherwiſe. - Again, 
If we alledge, That the ſame Apolile 
Epbeſ. 2. ſaith, that we are ſaved by grace, 
through faith ; and that not of cur ſelves,-t # 
) [he 8 of God ; not of works, leaſt any man 
> [ould boaſt ; they need only anſwer, That 
7 although 
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although this' was written by the ApoltlCt 
yet we muſt not believe it, becauſe the Ria 
»iſh'Church hath' determined, -'that we arge: 
faved' by-works and faith 'as coming fron oufjAr 
ſelves, and from the ftrengthof our own irah: 
will, &c.' And now Ileave you to: judgiſvs 
whom we'ought to follow, whether thele lu 
ing DoRors,or Jefiis Ghrilt and his Apoltlels 
Bur that which Thad utteily inflipportabliſ 
s this, 45s. that they accuſe of rafhnefs, 6 

rour, and hereſie, thoſe that by obeying Jeur 
fus Chriſt and his Apoſtles; and following thi 
practice of the: Primitive Church, do affiry 

that we. onghy ro partake” of 'the. Cup! all 
well -as' of the” Riad: Again, 1 find it an 


inſufferable - piece of irthpudehce, that they 

boaft ſo:much of 'antiquity, 'and of the confſe: 
formity of their Creed to: that of the prifſjtt 
mitive Church, and yet can ſo openly ref 
nounce both in this chief and principal point 


. 


of dodrine. 3 
. 3. Hete the Romniſh Doftors now adays 
think to ſhelter themſelves, By telling u 
it 15 true that Jeſts Chriſt did inftitute the 
Sacrament of the Fucharift under both the 
ſpecies of - the Bread and Wine: and thatY 
the Primitive -Church did ſo celebrate it, 
not by any expreſs command of T5 
| rilth 
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WeChriſt and his Apoſtles, but meerly by Eccle-' 
iaftical policy, which may be changed, as ſe- 
aFeral occaſtons and 'circumftances require. - 

ound they add, That it is ſufficient to obſerve 
What which ofthe eflence of the Sacrament, 
woFviz. to receive the body arid Blood of Chrift; 
IÞut that the Church may change that which 
1695 accidental, viz.to receive them under both 
oithe ſpecies,” or under one ſpecies only; for 
they will have it; that the blood of Chrift is 
Funder the ſpecies of Bread, by concomitanee, 
and that his body is under the _ of the 
Wine by-concomitance ; becauſe Jefus Chriſt 
bcing now glorious; his body and blood can- 
not be ſeparated, |: | &f: "Of AN 
of 4: To this T reply, Firſt, that there is ah 
rFexprefs commaind- of Jefus Chrift to take 
the Cup and drink, Se. Math. 26. in thefe 
words, driuk ye all of it. To this the Ro- 
ni m1þ Dodtors anſwer, That the word all is 
not extended to all men; for then we 
5} ſhould fay that the Euchariftical Op ought 
wt be given to Turks, Fews, and all other 
Infidels. And they add, that the word a! 
doth not extend to all thoſe that are of the 
body of the Church of the Ele, for then 
tf the Euchariſtical cup ſhould be given to lit- 
is tle children, whom God hath  ele&ted” tv 
© cternal life ; But ſay they, the word al! is 
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extended only to all thoſe, to whom Jel? 
Chriſt gave the cup,' viz, / to the Apoſtle he 
conſidered as they were-/Paftors.” - - ' -F* 
..-:5. To this I reply, /That although Jeſ* 
Chriſt -gave this command ito drink of thif®" 
Euchariſtical cupto his Apoſtles only, yet » 0 
muſt know in whatquality they received thi” 
command -. But it was notin the.quality F®" 
Apoſtles, for then none but Apoſtles coul*® 
partake of the cup; and there being now 1 þ 
more Apoſtles, it ſhould be quite taken away" 
and - ſo Maſs could be no more' celebrate 
And it was not in quality of Paſtors, or facnif* 
ficing Prieſts; for Jeſus Chriſt was then thi 
only Sacrificer ,as-the Romiſh Doors ſay and" 


| the Apoſtles did not then exerciſe the Fundy 
facrifi 


,on icing Prieſts. Beſides, it belongs tc L 
Paſtors, and ks that adminiſter the Sacrafſ® 
ments, being publick perſons, to give, and toff'* 
private perſons to. receive only : But the A 

poſtles 1n the cel2bration of the Euchariſt F 
did only receive; of Jeſus Chriſt their MaF" 
iter and Paſtor; . Therefore they receivedF* 
the command to. drink of the cup, as they" 
were Believers: Whence it follows that | 
all the faithful that partake of the Sacra-F 
ment ot the. Euchariſt, are obliged by thePÞ 
£ommand of Jeſus Chriſt to drink of the 
| cup. 


(87) | 
eſp. So then the Romiſh Doctorsare miſtaken 
hen they tell-us- that-none. but Prieſts that 
_ 4&crifice have-a right to drink of the cup, and 
fat thoſe Priefts that do not ſacrifice, muſt 

Sommunicate under the ſpecies of the Bread 
witoly, for at that time the Apoſtles did not fa- 
Frikhce.. .To this may be added, that. it: the 
T mmand of. Jeſus Chriſt,” drink ye all.of it; 
ras ſpoken to Paſtors: only, becauſe they to 
zhom Chriſt ſpake were Paſtors ; then it fol- 
aw@Þws that the command of Jeſus Chriſt, Take, 
Wt, was: ſpoken. to :Paſtors only, becauſe 
ey to whom, Jeſus Chriſt ſpake were Paſt- 
$15; and fo the people will not be obliged by 
y command to gommunicate under the ſpe- 


ies of the. bread, .and conſequently will be 
Sholly deprived of the Sacrament, which is 
ery abſurd, and contrary to. Chriltian Re- 
gion. v4 26h 
6. Secondly, Iſay; That;inx Corinth.x.there 

an __ command to all the Faithful to 


Wrink of the Cup, in theſe words, Let a man 
ad $:camine vimſel, and ſo let him eat of thu Bread, 
y $4 drink of thas Cup. In which words the Apo- 
atfftle to all Believers, who, no doubt, have 
2-Faule to examine themſelves.: And this'is ap- 
1 Parent,becAiſe St. Paw directs his Epiftle (and 
e Fonlequently theſe words) to all thoſe by 
P, | eng 
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the Church of Coramtb, as well Laymen as EQ” 
clefraftical ; for in a he Uireals* 
ito all that in evry place call upon the name ® 
ws Chriſt our Lord. To this, Tadd; Thi#® 
s Chriſt doth not only fay, as oftew'as a 
eat this bread, but alſo, as often as ye drink th 
exp, ye do ſhew the Lords death till he come; 
that we do as\' much connmnemotate Cheſt ; 
death by partaking of the-cup in the Kf® 
charilt, as we do'by. partaking of the þ | 
And this is ——— for Going that naF* 
only-the Body of Chriſt was broken, but all 


his Blood-thed on the Croſs; and that in ev 
* on and expiation foriſin, the eff 
10 ; 


of. Blood was very conſiderable (be 
it repreſents death better than any-thing ell 
* doth) iv is certain that they do not celebrat 
the memory of Chriſt's death m_ oug 
that do not partake off this part of the SF 
crattent; whereby only we commemnorany* 
che-effution-of Chrift's Blood. 
:. 2. Thirdly, I ſay; - that in- the difpute 4 
Boar the Euchariſt, our Adyverfaries do a 
ledge to us the words of Jefus Chriſt it 
chap. 6. of-St. Fobn's Goſpel m_ ye dri 
the blaod of- the Son of- rene bs wr rs 3 
you. | Why 'then do they depri 
ple of life, by taking he -cup" from. chem 
# wedd 4 ] 
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nd hindring them from drinking ? : 
q HA SH06 0 2900 the Qurpals Temp PUR 6 


king Chrilts body-under ol pon of the 
ang we take his blood alſo m_— tis 


Foſeparable from. his body. For, to this I 
 nſwor,, rob "That to take Chiiff. blood 


nfo caking 
n ck hs Che Xi expreſly, Except. a 


alt, .is not to drink it: I 


he hath no-life in. him. Se- 


Fondly, I fay, Re eng Feat ace 


Ba body » Thould be meant the bodyian 
d tog,' yet, it..could. not, be. in, t 


of ; Fares where a manitzſt diſtin&tion is mage 


n. the; body. and the blood : 


if he, acrament of the. Euchariſt this diſtin 


tion is very apparent ; ; for Jeſus Chriſt gave 


irſt the Sacrament and fige of his. body. in 


ets words, Take, eat, this i my bod),,; which 


broken for you: pores then ſeparately .the 


Kicramenc or. bis blood. in\;th ooh 
od 


Drink! 94, all of it, far this. 56. my Bs 


4 # ſhed. for you. And'he not. —_ ſpeaks of 


Joedy broken 


*C 


{cm ſeparately, but a js them as .1&- 


for he faith, 
u,, and npy blood het; for 708 


ully 7d ay A in his deat 
In, whigh WAR there. 38-29 place for. conca- 


m{nitance ;.- ox, che, body, broken. by: diyess 


Iwounds doth not contain the blood, and the 


' blood 
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pay bal hl is not contained in thi 
our Adverfaries affirm, that the 
ns rr words do operate that whic 
they fignifie ; But by their own confeflion 
they ſignifie the ſeparation of Chriſt's: Bod 
from his Blood, as Card, Perron acknowledy 
= in hisreplyto the King of Great Brita 
. ITOS. inchek words, The ſcope of the enti 
5 5 4g Sacrament, is to put ns-in mind tha 
and this blood which werective were di 
vided ag, his death on the Croſs ; whenceSt. Pa 
faith, as ___ as we eat this bread, and drinl 
this cup, we ſhew the Lord's death rill be 
'Phirdly, :20y ſay, That as he thateats breat 
- dipt in Wine, hath indeed- Wine in hi 
month, but doth notudrink itz ſohe 
ſhould eat or ſwallow « conſecrated Hoſt 
would not drink Chriſt's Blood, though it 
were i init. | 
vs Laftly ,1 fay; That ſeeing the* Sacra 
FMents were inſtituted to afſure us the mor: 
of the truth of Cod's promiſes, and that a 
our comfort depends -on this per{wafion 
that ' all God's promiſes are molt tine ; it 
neceſſarily follows , that as niuch of th 
Sacrament. as is taken. away,” ſo much of 
the” certainty of ''this perſwaſion ' 45 'dimi- 
niſhed. And 'tis to no purpoſe to ſay 'that 
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JJ one-part of cheSicrament doth as much-con- | 
hel firm God's promiſes as the whole Sacrament» * 
cl doth; for if-it be fo, then God hath unnecel\-. 
off facily inſtituted rwo Sacraments ; for it had 
been enough to have inſtituted Baptiſmonly, 
pF ſecing it isordained toconhirm God's promites. 
"mT But, if for ſuch a confirmation two Sazra- - | 
ments-are better than one, and iftwo pledges, 
Y and ewo ſeals for chart purpoſe, are of more 
AY conſequence than one alone ; then in one 
Sacrament alſo, two ſignsare of more weight 
than one alone, for the confirmation of God's 
promiſes.” And ſceing it is {aid St. Luke 22, 
and-r Cop. 11. that the cupis the New Telta- 
ment;and thenew-Covenant in the blood of 
a Chritt, becauſe ic is the Sacrament of ir, why 
then are people deprived of it ? 
9. As for the imaginary dangers and 
ſcandals which the Remiſh Do@ors tind in- 
24 peoples partaking of the Cup, 1 ſay in ge- 
re neral, that Jeſus Chriſt (in whom the 
treaſures of wiſdom are hid; and in whom 
the fulneſs of the Godhead dwells: bodily) 
toreſaw them as well as they ; and yet he 
inſtituted 'and adminiltred the Cup, and 
commanded alt toUrink of ir. ' And St. Paul 
-j who was extraordinarily inſpired by the'Ho- 
ly Ghoſt, -doth- (notwithſtanding theſe pre- 
E tended 
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'. Corinthians, as well Lay perſons as Eccleſiafti- 


tended dangers and ſcandals) command the 


cal, to drink ofthe cup, as hath been already }; 


proved. 30ULE lg 

4 10. * The = inconvenience which our 
Adverfaties/ find in ples partaking of 
the-Cup, is that they Tor they - may” di 
their mouſtaches in. the "Chalice, and 
the Blood of Chriſt may remain- on ſome 
hair ofthe mouſtache; alſo they fear that 
the ſpecies of the Wine, and conſequent! 
Chriſt's Blood, may fall to the Ground, 
and being fallen it cannot be gathered up 
again. » | 

To this I anſwer: Firſt, That Women, Eu- 
nuchs, and1uch young men as have no beards, 
ought not to be excluded. 

Secondly; It is better to be without Mou- 
Raches, than without the participation of the 
whole Sacrament. 

Thirdly, This inconvenience proceeds on- 
ly ſrom a falſe ſuppoſition, viz. that Chritt's 
Blood is under the ſpecies of the Wine ; but 
if in the Sacrament of the-Enchariſt there be 
nothing but Bread and Wine in ſubſtance, 
and' any of it ſhould fall to the Ground ac- 
cidentally, and not through any fault of 
ours, -this inconvenience is: - not great e- 
nough 'to viglate the inſtitution and _ 

man 
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mand of Jefus Chriſt 


isalmoſt impoſſible to obſerve this Law where 


there is a great number of people and but 


one Prieft. | 

To this I anſwer, Firſt, That in places 
where there is much people,as in Cities, theres 
are divers Priefts. 

Secondly, If one Prieft be not enough, an- 


other muſt be called from fome neighbour-. . 


ing place. 

Thirdly, "That which cannot be done in 
one day, mult be done in two or three days, 
rather than the command of Jefns Chriſt 
ſhould be violated, and che practice of the 
Primitive Church abandoned. 

12. The third inconvenience is, that-lome. 
have a natural antipathy , or averſion to- 
Wine, and conſequently cannot drink of the 
cup. 
To this I anfwer, That becauſe corporal 
ations do depend on certain natural pow- 
ers , they are ſuppoſed to be commanded 
to'thoſe that have natural powers proper 
to exerciſe thoſe ations, ard to none elle. 
For example, The hearing of: God's Word 
is not commanded to deaf perſons, but to 
thoſe that can hear it; but drinking of 
Wine is a corporal action, and therefore 

2 CoOm- 


| his Apoſtles. -* +} 
I! The ſecond inconvenience is, That it*.- 


4.4 


- tended dangers /and ſcandals) command the 
orinithians, as well Lay perſons as Eccleſiaſti- 


cal, to drink of the cup, as hath been already fi; 


proved. 
P 10. The a inconvenience which our 
dverfaries find in peoples partaking of 
the.Cup, is that they fear they - may” di 
their mouſtaches in. the "Chalice, and 
the Blood of Chriſt may remain- on ſome 
hair of the mouſtache ; alſo they fear that 
the ſpecies of the Wine, and conſequent! 
Chriſt's Blood, may fall to the Ground, 
and being fallen ir cannot be gathered up 
again. 5 

To this I anſwer: Firſt, That Women, Eu- 
nuchs, and1uch young men as have no beards, 
ought not to be excluded. 

Secondly; It is becter to be without Mou- 
#aches, than without the participation of the 
whole Sacrament. 

Thirdly, This inconvenience proceeds on- 
ly ſrom a falſe ſuppoſition, viz. that Chrift's 
Blood is under the ſpecies of the Wine ; but 
if in the Sacrament of the-Enchariſt there be 
nothing but Bread and Wine in ſubſtance, 
and' any of it ſhould fall ro the Ground ac- 
cidentally, and not through any fault of 
ours, -this inconvenience is:- not great C- 
noupgh 'to viglate the inſtitution and uw 

man 
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11. The ſecond inconvenience is, Thatit +. 
isalmoſt impoſſible to obſerve this Law where _ - 
there is a great number of people and but 
one Prieſt. | , 

To this I anſwer, Firſt, That in places 
where there is much people,as in Cities, there 
are divers Priefts. 

_—_ If one Prieſt be not enough, an- 
other muſt be called from fome neighbour- 
ing place. 

Thirdly, "That which cannot be done in 
one day, muſt be done in two or three days, 
rather than the command of Jeſs Chriſt 
ſhould be violated, and che praQtice of the 
Primitive Church abandoned. 

12. The third inconvenience is, that-fome 
have a natural antipathy , or averſion to- 
Wine, and conſequently cannot drink of the 
cup. 

To this I anfwer, That becauſe corporal 
ations do depend on certain natural pow- 
ers , they are ſuppoſed to be commanded 
to thoſe that have natural powers proper 
to Exerciſe thoſe ations, ard to none elle, 
For example, The hearing of- God's Word 
is not commanded to deaf perſons, but to 
thoſe that can hear it ; but drinking of 
Wine is a corporal action, and therefore 
E 2 com- 
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commanded to thoſe only that can drink it. 
S0 that if the cup muſt be taken from all Lay- 
- people, becauſe Bn of them have a natural 
antipathy to Wine ; then the preaching of 
the Goſpel muſt be taken from Chriſtians, be- 
cauſe ſome of thera are deaf, and cannot hear 
it. | 
r 2. The fourth inconvenienceis, T hat there 
- are ſome Countries where no Wine grows, as 
in Lapland, Nerway, &C. 

Tothis Ianſwer; Firſt, That although no 
Wine g:ows in thoſe Countries yet ſome may 
be brought hither. 

Secondly, But if none can, be brought 
wirhourt being ſpoiled, and its form changed, 
then it is better co ſubſtitute the ordinary drink 
of the Country in ſtead of Wine. 

Thicdly; But if this common drink of the 
Conntry may not be ſubſtitute inſtead of 
Wine, then they that cannot have Wine, do 
_ abſtain from it, becauſe they are forced there- 
unto; and it is neither impudence nor Ccon- 
tempt, to abſtain from athing commanded by 
Jets Chriſt, when ic is not to be had : but to 
ordain that they that have Wine in.abundance 
{ba:l abſtain from the cup, is an unſufferable 
bolincts, and a moſt unchriſtian contempt of 
che Sacrament. 
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CHAP. VII. 
Againſt the Maſs. 
"a4 


T. T. HE Maſs, according to the R-miſh 
s DoRors,is a Sacrifice of the Fody and 
Blood of Chriſt propitiatory for the fins of the 
living and dead ; and ſoit is defined by the . 
Council of Trent, Seſſien 22. Againſt ſuch a © 
Maſs we might altedge all the Arguments al- 
ready made uſe of againſt Tranſubſtannation, 
and the pretended preſence of Chriſt's Pody 
in the Hoſt; for our Adyerfaries confeſs that 
thoſe reaſons which deſtroy Tranſubſtancia- 
tion, and the pretended preſence of Chrilt's 
Body in the oft, do alſo deſtroy the Maſs. 
But in this Chapter we ſhall only uſe fuch Ar- 
guments as are direaly againſt the.-Maſs, and 
do'utterly deſtroy it. hl 
2. The firſt Argument -is drawn from 
this, vis. that inthe inſtitution and firſt 
celebration of the Euchariſt , Jeſus Chriſt 
did not facrifice nor offer his Body and 
Blood to his Father, as appears. by what is _ 
mentioned- by the three Evangeliſts and the 
Apoſtle St. Paul, in which there is not the 
leaſt foot ſtep to be ſcen of a Sacrifice z or 
obligation of Chriſt's body and blood. This 
Be/larmin confteſleth in Book 1. of the Maſs, 
E 3 <p. 
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chap. 27. in theſe words, The oblation-which 
* mude after conſecraticn, belongs to the intire 
neſs of the Sacrament, but- is not of its eſſence 

' which I prove, becauſe neithw our Lord nor hu 
Apoſtles, did make thu Oblation at the faſt, 
a we have dem:nſtrated out of Gregory: The 
Jetuite Salmercn in Tom. 1 2. of his Commen- 
raries on the Epiltles of St. Paul, makes a Ca- 
talogue of unwritten Traditions, in which he 

' puts the Eccleſiaſtical Hierarchis, the werſhip- 
ping of Images, the Maſs, the manner of (acyi- 
ficing, and the tradition that Teſs Chriſt did of- 
fer 4'ſacrifice in the Bread and Wine. Card. Ba- 
renizs inhis Annals on the year 5 3-rodly con- 
telieth that the ſacrifice of the Eucharilt is an 
unwritten "Tradition. - A ſtrange thing that 
the Maſs, which is the foundation of the Ro- 
miſb Church (for the Doctors require nothing 

. of the people, but that they ſhould goto Mab) 
cannot-be found to have been inſtituted or 
commanded by Jeſus Chriſt! And the truth 
W- 3s, if Jeſus Chriſt in the celebration of the 
' Euchariſt had offered unto God his Father 

a ſacrifice of his Body and Blood, propitia- 
rory for the ſins of the living and dead, 
then there had been no need that he ſhould 
have been ſacrificed again on the Cros ; 
becauſe, having already expiated our tins 
in” 
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in the ſacrifice of the Euchariſt, therewasno - 
need he ſhould expiate them ©again- on the _ 
Croſs. - To this I add, that St. Pau/, Ephe/. 4. -- 
117. mentions the Offices which Jeſus Chrilt 
left his Church, whenhe aſcended into Hea- 
ven, inthefe words, He gave ſome Apoſtles, 
and ſome Prophets, and ſome Evangelijts and 
ſome Paſtors, and Teachers, but makes no men- 
tionat all of the Sacrificers of Chriſt's Body 
and Blood, norin 1 Tim.nor in the Epiſtle to 
Titus] when he deſcribes the duty of Biſhops, -+ 
Presbyters, and Deacons, without making the 
leaſt mentionof this ſacrificing of Chriſt's Bo- 
dy and Blood. | | ; 
3. Theſecond Argument is drawn from 
the definition ofa Sacrifice, as it is given us by 
our Adverfaries: Card. Belarmin in Book 1. of © 
the Meſs, chap 2. , defines it thus :. Sdtrifive s - | 
anexternal oblation made to God alone, whereby in 
acknaw bumane infirmity, and the di- | 
vine Mejeſty, the lawful Miniſter conſecrates by 4 
myſtical ceremony, and deſtroys ſemething rhat 
is ſenſible and permanent. From theſe laſt 
words, viz. that the lawful Miniſter de- 
ſtroys ſomething that is ſenſible, I form twa 
Arguments which deſtroy the ſacrihce of the * 
Maſs. | 
The- firſt is this, In every facritice the 
thing ſacrificed mutt fall under our ſenſes ; 
| E 4 tor 
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-- for our Adverfaries ſay it is aſenſible; thing : 


But the Body and Blood of Chrift, which 
are pretended to be: ſacrificed in the Mabs, 
under the accidents -of the Bread and:Wine, 
£0 not fall under our ſenſes, as we find by ex- 
rerience : Therefore the body 'and blood of 
Chritit which are pretended to. be under the 
accicents of the bread and wine, are not-the 


-. thing ſacrifice. 


The fecond Argument- is this :- In every 
z- true lacrifice the thing ſacrificed muſt be ur: 
| tecly deſtroyed ; that is, it muſt be ſochang- 
| ed, thatit muſt ceaſe to be what it was be- 
fore, as Bellarmen ſaith inexpreſs terms in the 
; Place above cited : Bur in the pretended Sa- 
.  crifice ofthe Maſs, Chriſt's and blood 
; are-not deſtroyed, for Feſus Chri(t.dieth mo | 
. more, Rom. 6. 'Therefore in: the--pretended 
* Sacrifice of the Maſs, the body and blood 
W- of Chriſt are not the thing facrificed--. 

: 4. To theſe two Arguments Bellarmin.1n 
Book 1. of the Maſs, ch. 27. and other Romiſh 
W Doctors anſwer, that Chriſt's body hmply 1s 
W not the thing ſacrinced in the Maſs, but it. is 
Chnft's kedy, as it is under the ſpecies of the 
bread, that Chiift's boy is ſenfible and. vilt 


Secondly, 
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Secondly, They. anſwer that in-the ſac'1- 
lice of the Maſs, Chriſt's body isdeſt oyed 
in refpect of its ſacramental being, but nor in 
reſpeX of irs natural being; for when ir is ea- 
ten in the Sacrament it ceaſeth to be under 
the ſpecies of the Bread. | 

5. Totheſe anſwers I reply, Firlt, That 
Chriſt's body is nor vigble by the: {pecies of 
the bread, becauſe, as our Adverſarics ſay, 
that hides it from us, and hinders us irom 1ee- 
ing it. And although a ſabſtance may be vi- 
ſible and cognizable by its accidents, yer it is 
never fo by the accidentr of another ſubſtance; * 
and conſequently Jeſus Chriſt may be faid. to: 
be viſible by his ownaccidents, but not by the 
accidents of the bread, which is juſt alike both 
in the conſecrated and unconfecrated Hoſts; . 
and 'tis a ridiculous ſhifc to fay that Chrilt's 
body is viſible under the ſpecies of the bread, 
becauſe that ſpecies is viſible ; for'as we can- 
not ſee Wine that is in a Hogſhead, be-aulc 
weſee the Hogſhead; and we cannot ſee the 
Money that is in a Purſe cloſed, becauſe we 
ſeethe Purſe; fo neither can we ce the body 
under the ſpecies of the bread, becauſe we ſez 
the ſpecies; - for as our adverſaries ſay, tha 
ſpecies hinders us from ſeeing it. 
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6. Secandly, I fay, That by the facramen- 


* tal being 4s underſtood, only an accidental 


being of Jeſus Chrift ( for Example his pre- 
im the Sacrament) orelte beſides thar, 


- 1s-underftood his ſubſtantial being 'tos. Tf 
- his ſubſtantial being be alſo underſtood (fſee- 


ing the ſubſtantial being of a-thing is no- 
ing elſe but its ſubflnce and nature) then 
it will follow that if Jeſus Chriſt be deſtroy- 
ed in the Sacrament of the Fucharilſt in re- 


- fpe& of his ſubſtantial being, he muſt alfo 


be deſtroyed in reſpe& of his natural being, 
which is contrary to what the Apoſtle faith, 


* Roms. 6. that Feſns Chriſt diith no more. Tt 


an accidental being of Jefus Chriſt be only 
underſtood” (for example, his preſence in 
the Sacrament then theſe abſurdities will 


_ / follow, viz. 


Firſt, That the Sacrifice of the Maſs will 


/ be the Sacrifice of an accident only, and nor 


of Jeſus Chrift, becauſe the prefence of Jeſus 
Chrift is not Jefis Chrift himfelf, but an ac- 


S  cident of him. 


Secondly, It will follow that the Sacri- 
fice of the Maſs, and thar of the Croſs will 
not be the Tame facrifice in reference ro the 
thing ſacrificed; becauſe Jeſus Chrift, and 
his preſence are not the ſame thing ; Jeſus 
Chrift being a ſubſtance, and his preſence 
an 


TD} el 
an accident; which is contrary to the deciſion -: 
of the Council-of  Frent, which ' hath derer- 
mined that the Sacrifice ofthe Maſs; and that - 
of the'Crofs, are the ſamein refercnce to the 
thing "facrificed. "2 

Thirdly, It will follgw- that the thing 7 
which isdeſtroyedinthe Sacrament, isnot the 
lame with that, - which was producett there 
becauſe there is only an accident” deftroyed; 
whereas a ſubſtance was produced by *Fran- 
{ubſtantiation, it is a ſubſtantial converfion, : 
as hath been ſufficiently proved. "02242 

_ Fourthly, It will follow: that che ſacrifice 
of the Mats will be offered in: the Priefts fto- 
machonly;-becauſe this prefence is.not de- | 
{troyed.cilt the Prielt' hatly cater the Hoft ; 
and conſequently, the facrifice of the Maſs * 
will beoffered atterthe Maſs, for this preſence : 
is only deftroyed by thediſtrudtion of the ac- 
cidemsz- and commonly theſe accidents are 
nor«leftroyed titl- after Mais faid. . 

Fifthly, It-wilt follow. chae-the juſtice of * 
God wilt ceaſe to be the. fame; for whereas, 
heretofore t-conld notbe fatisfied butby.ths. 
death of Chrifft, and 'by the deſtruction of 
hisnatural being; now”God is appoakees our 
ſis expiated, -and -Gods juſtice farisfi2d by | 
the deftruRionof his ſacramental being _ 

| or 
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. for they will have-it, thar the ſacrifice of the 


Maſs is propitiatory for the fins of the living 
and the dead; oY # 
7. The third Argument .is drawn-from 


| thele-words of the Apoſtle, Heb. 9: Almoſt all 


"bing! are by the Law purged with blocd, \and 
without fhedd,ng of Blood is no remiſſion : It was 


' therefere neceſſary that the paterns of things in the 


Heawen:s ſhould. be purified with theſe, but the Hea- 
venly thimgs themſelves with. better ſacr'fwes than 


be ſe. \ From which words I torm this Argu- 
- ment. There is no propitiation; or remiſlion 


. of fins without ſhedding of bloed, as the Apo- 


file ſaith : But in the the Mais theres no ſhed- 
ding of Blood(for it is-called-an-unbloody Sa- 


' crifice:YTherefore intheMaſs there is no pro- 


| 
| 
| 


Pitiation-or remiſhon of ſins; and conflequent- 


- ly nopropitiatory ſacrifice for ſin. _ "I his Ar- 


gument may be thus confirmed; Under the 


# Old Teſtamene there was: no-propitiation or 
2 purification, without ſhedding of blaod, and 
Heavenly-thi 


the rypes of things'were ſopurified, 


| | as the Apoſtle ſaith, Heh. 9. Therefore under 
| the New Teſtament alſothere can beno pro- 


pitiation or purification without ſhedding of 


| blood, and heavenly things: being [repreten- 
| ted by the legal types, mult ys '#ied by a 
more excellent ſacrifice; wiz. b' 


the thed- 
din 


er. 
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Wing of Chriſt's -blood, - And although+-the 
g [Apoſtle uſeth the word Sacrifices inthe plural 

umbes, yet we muſtunderitand the only. Sa- - 
n {rifice-of;Chrift on the Croſs ; becauie when 
1/ Þone thing is oppoſed to: many, it is often ex- 
d prefied imthe plural number ; as whep Bap- 
im, which is but one, is called Baprtiſms;' 

b. 6:2. But the only facrifice ofche Croſs 
of Chriſt in the Text above cited, Heb. 9. 23 
is oppoſed tothe old Sacrifices, which-'were 
by and Figures. of the Sacrificc of the 
roſs. 

8. The.fourth Argument. is drawn. from 
the-words of the Apoltle, Heb. 104.365 This 
is the | Covenant which I will make with them 
after thoſe; days,” ſaith the Lord, I will put 
Laws into their hearts, and in their minds. will] 
write them, and their ſins and miquities will tre- 
member no more. | Now whereremi we thoſers; 
there 15-100 more-. offering. for»fin.. :Whence: 1 _ | 
torm. this: Argument:- Where there 1s rem: 
ſion of ſins.there-- is no. need of an- oblation, 
or a _propitiatory ſacrifice for ſin, as the -A- 
poltle ſaith : - But .in che Chriſtian Church, 
by vertue of the. New Teſtament, or New 
Covenant, confirmed by. the blood of Chrilt, 
there-is remiſſion of ſins, Heb. 10.16, 17; 
Therefore: in-. the. Chriſtian Church. now 
adays, there .is. no need of an oblation, or 
pro- 


34 © Pptopiciatory FBS tar, ak NY 0 Ti 
I |, "*-rX't omemy Har Mak. 4 
| -19, The fifth Argument is drawn from chef 
-. words of the Apoſtle, - Heb. 9. Feſws Chrif 
ne ie fs, as rhe His Prieft en! 
the holy plate. every year with thelfith 
"I others-y for then muſt be often have ſufÞfe 
F- j -="% oundation 'of the: World,” but 
mo ance'is the end of 1he World, bath be at- 
 Poerd i ur. 009 in by he ſarifie of mel; 
> find as 3t 15 appointed to men once 10 dis, but 
be hy ner the j E 3) ſo Chriſt 2a once offere 
_ 0% of many, fda that look 
| __ #be! ſecond tine 5ſbout 
Salvation. 
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| fla. But in thoſe 
5 EVery pear ; 

of Bulls anid if 
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| ſhow: bay - 
_ "-igh Prieft Landerh daily mimftring and offer- 
| recs the fare Sarifices hich: 448 
the away ſins ; but this man after bead 


0 wed 


ar p 


. faid a lietle before, that we are ſanttified by 
c 
bs 


"Tins Þ 


' Dofpfered hai Sacrifice for ſms, for ever | {ate FR 


m the right band of . God. For by one oy 
v huh for ever perfebted them that are ſantti-: 
: - which is conformable to what he had 


be offerm of the Body of Feſus Chrift ' onee” © 
or all. Nom all wr I form theſe Argue: _. 


ments. 


16. Firſt, Theotd Sacrifices werereiterated, 
for the Apoſtle ſaith, that the bigh Prieff 


andof others; ble the Sacriticn of 


'Y muſt not be renerared, for the ſame Apoſtle 


leh ehae Peer Chr ofereh ns as ry 


7 th ſer 7 hl, Throw 


of the Cre A RS 
rr. Secondly 


The Apoſtle the Jnda ber -» 
ſhould _ have ſuffered from the —_— 
y_— the World makes i 

be offered without roofs — myo as 
he hat rod top ys js Sw, Bi 
would: be hot, bec/ oo 
that fire is hot'; and as he that Levy 
is no marrele he would be rational; dodls -. 
ceflarily - prefuppole that man i rational-:- 
ſo when the Apoltle faich, that Zeſw Chriſt 


offereth 


"Yiereth into the beoly place every year With the 


her the reridecabdhe Cre / 
FJ reiterated, Or the reiteration of the Sacrifice” 
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_ "ofereth not himfelf_ often, otherwiſe he wculd of Þp 
ten have ſuffered, doth neceſſarily preſuppole 
that Jeſus Chriſt cannot offer himſelf without: 
{uffering: But Jeſus Chriſt doth not ſuffer eve- 
ry day inthe Maſs: Therefore he is not offer-Yor 
ed-every.day in the Maſs by the Miniſtry off 
Prieſts. -f 

/._ T2. Thirdly, Theſe words from the found 
' Fion of the World, are of great weight, for 'tis as 
-as4f-the Apoſtle had ſaid,-if the onl 
- Sacrifice: of Chriſt onthe Croſs be:not ſufh- 
cient [to take away ſins which ſhall be com- 
mitted hereafter, it follows that it wasnotfſut- 
ficient totake away ſins which have beencom- 
mitted:heretofore from-the creation-of the 
World; for it. is very unſuitable that theſacri- 
fice of Chriſt on the Croſs ſhould have: more 
vertue before it was offered than ſince : Burt 
the ſacrifice of Chriſt on/the Croſs, had the 
vertue:to-take away fins before it-was, - orher- 

| 22/e (faith the Apoltle) be. ſhould often have ſuf- 
fered from the foundation of the World. There: 

| foreithath allo vertue to take away fins com- 
mitted ſince it was, and cenſequently there-is 
noneed that itſhould be reiterated intheMaſs. 

' © I3- Fourthly, The Apoltles compariſon 

- 4s; conſiderable, the ſenſe whereof. 15-this : 
| As men ſuffer Death but once,and after death 


appear 


( 167) 
of-Þpppear no more till-the day of the refurre&i- 
p{eon,”and day ofjudgment ; fo Chriſt hath of- 
utEcred himfelf to his Father once for all on the 
reCrols to take away fins, and will be no more 
er-jon Earth» until he- comes to judge the quick 
offind-the dead. Thisutterly deſtroys the' Maſs 
n-which Jeſus Chriſt is {aid to be offered and 
acrificed continually by the Miniſter of 
Tieſts. 4 0 | p 
14; Filthly, Sacrifices that take away fins, 
ind ancificchole that come rows It 
2ttobe Teiterated ; forthe only reaſon which 
he Apoſtle alledgeth, why the old Sacrifices 
f the Law were reiterated, is becauſe they 
ould .not take away ſins, nor ſanRtifie the 
mers thereunto as appears by the Text a- 
dove Cited. - But the: Sacrifice of JeſusChritt 
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dle that come thereunto:: - Therefore the 
acrifice of Jeſus Chriſt on the Croſs, ought 
iot0 be reiterated; and conſequently is not 
eiterated/in the Maſs. | | 

15. If Jeſus Chriſt did offer himſelf 'a-ſa- * 
s Fritice on the Crois that he might fanctifie _ 
5 for ever, and purchaſe eternal redemptt- 
1 2 for us, then it is evident that the fruit 
: Wd efficacy” of thislacriſice endures forever, 
1 nd that we muſt © have recourſe ro-no'orther 
7 Wacrifice but to that of the Crols; But = 
us 


v.08 


dn the Croſs, takes 'away fins" and ſandtifies + - 


by 
= - 


( 168 ) 
-did- offer himſelf *a Sacrifice « 


: - the RP  haretabn ſanctife us for ever} 


_ and-purchaſe eternal redemption for us,as 4 
Me the Text aforeſaid : -Therefore tt 
- . efficacy of the Sacrifice of the Croſs-endui 
forever, and we muſt have recourſe to-noc 


k her; ifice but to that of the Croſs. ' In 


» either we' muſt confeſs. that the Sac 
ice of the Croſs hath no vyertue to take aw 
-- fins, and to ſandtific us for ever, (which is con 
7 to what the Apolite ſaith) ws 

#his-verme and + the 
hath offered one only Sacrifice « 


=O hs Barb ;High Prieto evor; and 


- ticularly Sodich, Thar i 


3  ainne by reaſonsf death; but Feſus Chriſt becau 


eth for ever hath an unchangeable Prief 
hood ; ond that he xs able to ſave them'to the u 


Je tepmoſ that come untoGod by him, ſeeing he « 


kruath to make interceſſion for them ; and conſt 
quently he hath no need of Vicars, or conv 


"-Panions in his Prieſthood. 
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17. In anſwer to theſe Arguments the Ro- 
mb Doors are wont to ſay that the Sacri- 


nflfice of the Maſs is the ſame with that of the 


Croſs, in reſpe& of the-eſſence of the Sacri- 


| fice, the fame thing being offered in both, 4 


viz.the body and blood of Chriſt by theſartie | 
Prieft, wiz. by Jeſus Chriſt :- But ic differs 
in reſpect of the manner of offering ; for oh. 
the Crofs Jeſus Chriſt offered himſelf bloodi- . 
; ; (or is, when he died he ſhed his bloodfor 44 
mankind ;  _ 


cooffis anocher that f nbloody, ch wdally 
(Ficredin the Maſs. Laſtly, they fay thatthe 

ef Sacrifice of the Croſs is Primitive and/Ori- 

A ginal, but this of the Maſs repreſentative, 


commemorative, and applicative of that'of 
the Croſs, as the Council of Trent hath iv its 


22 Seſſion. 
18, To'theſe diſtiaRions I reply, that the 
Sacrifice of the Maſs doth not differ ons 
that 


ro) 

that of the Croſs in reſpe& of the manned 

only: (which is but an accidental difference ) 
but it differs in reſpect of efſence too. 

Firſt, Becauſe the natural death of Jef: 

Chriſt is of the effence of the ſacrifice of thi 

Croſs - Bur the facrifice of the Maſs dorhif 


' = not comprehend the natural death of Jef 


Chriſt, for Feſwus Chriſt dieth no more, Rom. 6 
Therefore the ſacrifice of the Maſs, doth net 
"vor that which is of the efſence 0 
the ſacrifice of the Croſs, and conſequently 
- differs from itefſentially, and not in reſpet 
+ of the manner only. __ 
Fel , Becauſe the repreſentation of 4 
thing differs effentially from the thing rep 
' Fnted: .For example; The King's Picture 
differs eſſentially from the King. Alfo thelff 
memorial of the thing differs eflenrially from 
the whereof it is a memorial: "Fo 
example, Fhe celebration of the Paſſeover, 
which was a memorial of the Angels favour:- 
able paſſing over the-houſes of the 1/aelires, 
differs efſencially from that paſling over. And 
laſtly, the Application of a thing differs eſ' 
ſentially from it - For Example, The Appli 
cation of a Plaiſter,difterseffentially from theV 
Plaiſter. But according to the determination 
of the Council of Trent, in Seſſion 22. The 
ſacrifice of the Maſs is repreſentative, com: 
memorative 


"tas? 


ne $Pemorative,- and: applicative of that of the 


__ liffers eſſentially from that of the, Croſs. 


-- 
E, 
* 


roſs: - Therefore the ſacrifice of the, Maſs. . 


Thirdly, Becauſe the ſacrifice of the Crofs -. 


++ &sof an infinite value, and conſequently ought - © 
ot to be reiterated ; for its value being infi- . 
Fice, it is ſufficient to take away all finspaſt; , 
reſent, and to come, as Bellarmin faith, Book 
'B:. of the Maſs, chap 4. But the ſacrifice of the 
Maſs is of a. finite price and value, according 
othe ſame Be/larmin and other Romiſh Do- 
ors ;- at which we may juſtly wonder, ſee- 
ng, as our Adverſaries ſay, it differs not from 
he ſacrifice of the Crofs, cither in reſpe& of 
he thing facrificed, or in reſpec of the chief 
Prieſt, and yet from theſe the ſacrifice hath. . 
all it price and value. 

19. Secondly, I ſay, that an unbloody pror 
pitiatory ſacrifice is a feigned, and an-ima- 
vinary.thing, and that the Arguments drawn 

From the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, do wholly 
leltroy it. | 

Firſt, Becauſe it is ſaid, Heb.g. ys without 

Bedding of blood there i nor miſſion of ſms: there- 
- tore _ unbloody Lore ofthe Maſs,there 
an be no zemiflion of ſins, and-conſequently 

it cannot be a propitiatory ſacrifice for ſin, 


Second ly, 


( 112 )- 
, Becauſe Jeſus Chriſt cannot by 
»for the A poſtlefaithF 


; EE Gr efek we bil of 
We. kk Chriſt with ſuffering is 


or ad Therefore there is 'no \ | 


need 
, Becauſe the bloody Sacrifice < 
the Crob; " being of an infinite _ hat! 
an eternal Redempti _ Heb. 
and hath taken away all fins, Rs 'preſent 
and to-come. Wheice it follows thar ther 
' &noother Sacrifice, either bloody or unbloo 


dy, that can purchaſe the pardon of our ſins 


the Sacrifice-of the Croſs having ſufficiently 
done it. 
Fourthly, Becauſe the juſtice of God rc 


quires that fins ſhall be expiated by the puff® 


miſhment that is due to them; and this is { 
true that the wrath of God could not be ap 
peaſed but by the blood and ignominiow 
death of the Croſs : Therefore the juſtice 
of God muſt have changed its nature, if ſins 
ca'be expiatedin the Maſs without pain, of 


fa . 
20. "Fhindly, To the diftin&tion of Primi:WP 


tive Sacrifice, which was offered on the Crof 
and repreſentative, commemorative, and ap 


plicative, which is daily offered in the Mak 


| 


ol reply, Firſt, Thae .what the Comieit of 
rent laith in» Seſſion 22. viz, that inthe Eu-. © 
 oarilt thereisa Sacrifice repreſentativegom- - 
\ $ncmorative, and applicative, of that-of the 
: $-796, way bear agood ſenie, wiz. thatthere 
1n05 12 it a repreſentation; commemoration; 
nd application, ot the Sacrifice ofthe Crols, 
iz, a repreſentation, becauſe the Bread bro- - . 
cn, repreſents. the Body broken ; and the 
ine poured into the Gup, repreſents the _ 
Wlood of Chrift ſhed for the remithon of fins: ©. 
| commemoration, becauſe all that is done . 
nit, is done in remembrance'of Jelus -Chrift 
and *his death according to bis own com- 
and-in theſe words, Do thu in. remembrance 
f me, and -according to what St. Pad 
ſaith, 1 Cor. 11. As often as ye do eat this bread, 
md drink this cup, ye do ſhew the Lord's death 
ill. be come : = an application, becauſe the 
erit of the Sacrifice. of the Croſs.is applied 
0- us not only by the word, but alſo by the 
Sactaments, as we ſhall ſhew hereafter. But 
Fur Adverſaries are not content with.this, 
(ſor they will have it thatin the celebration of 
ſhe Euchariſt, there is offered-a true and pro» 
ni-Þper Sacrifice propitiatory: for the fins of the 
of ſiving andthedead, which hath beenalready 
nr: 
:&;0 Secondly, Iſay that the application jy che 
| acri- 
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Sacrifice. of the Croſs may be conſidered © 
God's partyor on-Man's part : on God's part 
whenhe offers Jeſus Chriſt to us, with all hi 


. benefits, both in-this Word and Sacraments 


en man's part, when by a true and living faith 
working by love, we-imbrace Jeſus Chril 
with all his benefits offered rows both in hi 


"Word'and Sacraments. And this is that Jeſu 


Chriſt teacherh us, St. Fobn 3. in theſe-word, 
As Moſes lifred up the Serpent in the Wilderneſ; 
even {0 __ the Son of Man be lifted up, (viz. 0 
the-Crols) that whoſoever believeth- in hi 


ſhould not periſh, but have eternal Life : Fer G 
ſoloved the World, that he gave his only begotte 


Son, (viz. to Gie) that whoſoever believeth i 
him: ſhould not periſh, but have everlaſting Life 
he doth not ſay whoſoever ſacrificerh him! 
the: Maſs, but whoſoever believeth, &c. An 
x&. Paulſhews it clearly intheſe words;Ged hat 


ſet forth Feſus Chriſt 10 be a propitiation through 


Faith in his blood; he doth not ſay throug! 
the ſacrifice of the Maſs, but through Fai 


And we really and truly. apply the Sacrifice 


of Chriſt's Croſs when we -have recourk 
to him, as a man applies a Plaiſter- whe! 
he hath recourſe to it, and lays it on thi 
wound; But the recourſe or refuge of a pe 
nitent ſinner to the ſacrifice-of the Crols fo 

| obtaining 
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"21. I ſhall conclnds this difconrſe with the 
teſtimony of Thonrar  Ayuinas, the moſt fa- 
mous bf all-the Ropiſh Doors,” andcalled 
by 'our* Adverſarics, 'the Angelical Door; - 
This Thomas in' Part. 3. Queſt. $3. Artic. 1. ha- 
ving propoſed this Queſtion, viz. Whether 
Chriſt be ſacrificed in'the Sacrament of the 
Euchariſt, he concludes with theſe memora- - ? 
ble words, The celebration of this Sacrnment is 
very fitly called a ſacrificing of Chriſt, as well 
becauſe" it is the repreſentation of Chriſt's Paſſion, 
as becauſe by this Sacrament we are made parta- 
nd kers of tbe fruit of the Lord's Paſſun. And af- 

x terwards he giyes his anfiwer, in theſe wards: 
gh ! anſwer! we ſt ſay that rhe celebration of this 
Sacrament is called a ſacrificing of Chriſt, im two - 
reſpefts. Firſt becauſe (as Auguſtine to Simpli- ' 
Fj cias /aith) we are wont to give to Images the name 
_ of the things wheredf they are Images, as when 
we fee Pictures on a Wall, or in a Frame, we ſay 
Y 6:5 is Cicero; that is Saluft, &c. But the ce- 
lebration of this Sacrament ( as hath been ſaid 
109 above) 85 a repreſentative Image of Chriſt's Paſ- 
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' fon; which Paſſion js the true ſacrificing of Chrif, 
this Sacrament 48 the [a. 


crifuing of {t. Sands the th reg this 
* Sacrament is called t he ſacrificing of Chriſt inre- 
gard of the effett of C Ws. Paſſun, beceaſe b 
this Sacrament we are mad, akers of 4 
' Fruit of the Lord sPaſſion. Letche Romaniſts keep 
to this deciſion..of their Angelical Door, 
and we ſhall agree with in. this point; 
for I am confident that there is not one of the 
| Reformed Religion but will ſubſcribe his true 
: gnnes of Thomas Aquinas. 


CHAP. V 111 


Containing Anſwers to the objec ions of the Ro- 
miſh oftors. 


I. Rh the two firſt LANE we have _—_ 
ed the two p 1 Obje&ions'ol the 
Romiſh Doctors, x rom theſe, words 7 bis 
is my Body, 8c. and from theſe, He that eateth 
my flſh and drinketh my blood, hath eternal life, 
&c. Now we mult anfwer the reſt. 
Objectson 1. 

2. The firſt ObjeRion is this. ., When the 
eſtabliſhing of Articles of Faich, the inſtitu- 
- U0n of Sacraments, and the making Teſta- 
ments 
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ments 3nd -Covenanits'are ina 


Ling of ern ore property, 4 
ation of the 


En Ohae of e an Article 


eſtabliſhed 
of Faith, iniſcituted the Sacrament of the Eu- 
chariſt; and ſpake ofa Teſtament anda Co- 
venant: for ir is ſaid of the Cup that it is the 
New 'Teftamerit aid the'New Covenant in 
the blood of Chriſt;-yea;he ſpake then to his 
Diſciples, to whom he ke ir'plain and pro- 
perterms,andnotinobſcureterms,or infigures 
or parables, as he did to the people. 
Anſwer. | 

4. To chis Obje&ion I anſwer; Firſt, That 
tis falſe that” Articles. of Faith are always 
expreſſed'#n proper terms in, oly Scriprtre, 
as when it is "laid in the Creed; thar "eſa 
Chriſt ſitteth on the right hand of God, it is 
evident that "this is a Figure 'and' Meta-- 
phor, "for God being a'Spirit, "hath _ 
ther right hand nor-left; and-alt-int 
rers' expound ' this fitting” on” Gods for 
hand, Metaphorically, viz. for that' Lord- 
ſhip botly of Heaven and Earth, which he 
hath received from God his Father, asearthly 
Princes make their Lientenants; whom they 
appoint” to'-govern- in their name, to fit on - 
the _ ſide. of them. Again when it is 
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tation, | 
eobbnely | 
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4G. {pmnghs rock ] will hails 
wh che gates of bl. 


Popes Au To 
4-Secondly, 1 anſogr, has a + katy So 
- ture commonly 5 of Sacraments in, figu- 
rativeterms; EE iscalled God's, 
Covenant, Ges. 17. inthele woyds, The « my 
Covenant, every male ſpall be tircumeiled, that 
By. this isthe ſign of the Covenantas appears 
| by the following verie, Ye ſpall circumciſe the 
#h of your  fore- 7 ne Hh and i ſhall be a token of 
Zhe Covenant between me and you.. >9 the Pal- 
chal Lamb is called the Lord's Paſleover,Ex- 
cd. 12. becauſe/the blood of this Lambprink: 
led on the doox-Polts, was given-as a lign 
{ the Angels favourable paſling over the h 
| of the: 1/raelwes ; 5 2PPRen by were 33, of 
| the ſame Chapter. So Baptiſm is called 4be 
Walbing 0 Be generation, becaule it is the Sacra- 
ment 0 In ;a ward, the, Eucharittical 
cup is called the New Teſtament, becaule it 


5: the f zen, ſeal and ſacrament of it. © - 
5» Thirdly, 
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5. iThirdly,- I anſwer; that in holy. Scrip* 
rure,/Teſtaments, are not always exprefſed 
OPer terms: without a Figure ; - torthe 
ls nab of Facob, Gem; 49-and that of Afa- ' 
{es, Deut) 55.-a6 elſe but a cham of 
Meraphors,” 'and other Figures. And Civili- 
ans will have ir, that RE Ges og 
words, bur the 4s mac ot-the Teſtator. To 
his] add thac Jeſus Chriſt did. not:thea make 
-. New Teſtament, and theNew Covenanc, 
but only.inftituted the ſeal and ſacrament ot 
them+t For the 'Covenant was made with al: 
mankind'inthoperſon of 2dematrerthe Fall, 
when God him chat the ſeed of the 
Womatrſhould Break the Serpents head. This. 
was afterward renewed with Abrabam when 
God tim -thatin his feed all the Na 
tions of-the Earth ſhould be blefled, wiz. in: 
Chriſt, the blefſed ſeed, who hath defiroyed 
the of Satay, After this it was con- 
hrmed by-the blood of Chriſt ſhed on the 
Croſs: n it was publiſhed through alkthe 
World when the Apoſtles had received the. 
Holy-Ghoſt, Andlaſe / Baptiſm and the Eu- 
chariſtare the hgns, te Jeu ſacraments of it: . 
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þ, 16. Upon this rack ] ill hl 


_ 4:Secondl 9, Vanhone, 1 bathe holy voip 
fure CI s of Sacraments 1n.fhgu- 
rativeterms; thus Circumciſion iscalled God's , 
Covenant, Ge. 17. inthele wojds, The as ny 
Covenant, every male ſpall be circumeiſed, that 
1s,. this isthe ſign of the Covenantgas appears 
by the following verſe, 2+ ſpall circumciſe the 
Pieſh- of. your  fore-shin, and it ſhall be a token of 
the Covenant between me and. you.. So the Pal- 
chal Lamb is called the Lord's Paſleover,&s- 
c4.12. becaule;the blood of this Lamb iprink- 
lcd on the door-Polts; was given. as a ſign 
| the Angels favourable paſling over the hou 
| of the: 1/raelges ; as appears by werſe 33, of 
the ſame Chapter. So Baptiim is. called 46e 
Walking of Regoveratios, becaule it is the Sacra: 
ment of it.. -:In ;a ward, the. Eucharittical 
cup is called the New Teſtament, becaule it 
:5 the ſign, ſcal and lacrament of it.  - 
5. Thudly, 


( 179 ) 
5. iThirdly,- I anſwer, that in holy: Scrip* 
cure,” Teſtaments, are" not always exprefſed 
OPCT terms: without a Figure:; torthe. 
4 ns pn Facob; Gem: 49. and that of Mfa- 
les, Det.) 3 33- Are han rac > but a chain of 
Meraphors,' 'and other Figures. And Civili- 
ans'will have it, that rpigrnn we _— 
not: regard the” pr cation of the: 
words,” but the nds ne rk 'To- 
this] add that Jefus Chriſt did-notthen make 
the New Teſtament, and theNew Covenant, 
but only. inſtituted the ſeal and ſacrament of 
them-+* For the 'Coyenant was made with al: 
mankind'in thoperſon of Xdamatterthe Fall, 
when God him that the ſeed of the 
Womattſhould Break the Serpents head. This. 
was afterward renewed with Abrabem when 
God promiſed him thatin his feed all the Na- 
tions of-the Earth ſhould be blefſed, wiz. in: 
Chriſe,-the blefſed ſeed, who hath defiroyed 
the of Satan, After this it was con- 
firmed by-the blood of Chriſt ſhed on the. 
Croſs: Then it was publiſhed through alkthe 
World when the Apoſtles had received the. 
Holy-Ghoſt,: And laftly, Baptiſm and the Eu- 
chariſtare the ſigns, ſeals, and ſkeramentsof it: . 
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6. Fourthly, I anſwer, That if by theſe 
words, To. ſpeak clearly or plamly, be under- 
itood, ro {peak intelligibly; fo-that the Apo- 
itles might and ought'to -underitand what 
he ſaid to them, then it is certain that Jeſus 
Chrift did ſpeak clearly ; for to ſpeak Sacra- 
mentally, and according to the ſtile uſed in 
all Sacraments, was to ſpeak clearly and not 
obſcurely : But if by theſe words, to ſpeak 
ckarly, be underſtcod to ſpeak without a fi- 
gure, then ir is falſe that he always ſpeaks. 
clearly to his Diſciples, witneſs the calling 
of his Diſciples; to whom he ſaid, St. Mas. 5, 
fellew me, and I will make you fiſhers of men : 
And when he faith elſewhere, ye are the {ak 
ef the Earth, the light of the World, &c. 'To 
this I add, The Apoſtles did-ask Jeſus Chriſt 
the -meaning of parables and other things 
which they did not underſtand, and there- 
fore certainly they had much more reaſon to 
ask the meaning of ſo manyſtrange things as 
follow from the Maſs, from Tranfſubftanti- 
ation, and from the pretended preſence of 
Chriſt's Body in the Hoſt, viz. how a hu- 
mane body can be in a point,” and in divers 
places at once? How the head of Jeſus Chriſt 
and his whole body could be in his mouth ? 
How accidents can be without a Subje&? &c. 


7 Laſily, 
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7. Laſtly, Secing Jeſus Chriſt ſaid, drink 
ye all of this cup, all Prieſts, whether Jeluites; 
Manks, ,or other Roxwiſh Doors, would of 
neceſliry be copſtrained, really, properly, 
and without a hgure, to drink of the cup, 
whether melted or not, and really to fwal- 
low it, until they ſhould confeſs that thero 
are figures inthe words of Jeſus Chrift in the 
celebration of the Eucharitt. | 
Objettion 2. 

8. The ſecond Obje&ion 15 this : The Sa- 
crament of the Euchariſt is more excellent - 
than that of the Paſſeover, becauſe the Sa- - 
crament of the Paſſeover is a Type of the 
Sacrament of the Euchanit, and the thing 
typified is always more excellent than the 
TYP : But if the Sacrament of the Eucha- 
rift did not really contain the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt, but was only the ſign of 
it, then it would follow that the Sacramence 
of the Euchariſt would not be more excel- 
lent than that of the Paſſeover_; nay the 
Sacrament of the Paſleover would be more 
excellent than that of the Euchariſt ;: be- 
cauſe a Lamb and its blood is more excel- 
lent than Bread and Wine ; and the death 
of a Lamb and the ſhedding of its blood doth 
much better repreſent the death of Chritt, 
and the ſhedding of his blood on the Croſs, 
x than 
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than Bread broken, and- Wine poured into 
a cup can do. 
Anſwer. 
_ 9. TothisI anſwer, Firſt, That the ering 
typified by the Paſchal Lamb, is Jeſus Chril 
and not the Sacrament of the Eucharilt ; as 
St. Paul ſhews clearly, 1 Cor. 5. when he calls 
Jeſus Chriſt our Paſleover, in theſe words, 
Chriſt owr Paſſeover was Crucified for ms. The, 
truth is, a whole, Lamb withour ſpot or ble- 
miſh kilted and burnt toward the evening,and 
its blood ſhed, doth very well repreſent Je- 
ſus Chriſt perfe&t, without ſin, put to death, 
and his blood ſhed toward the end of the 
World, andin the fulneſs of time; but ſuch a 
| Lambrepreſentsnothing ofthat which is ſeen 
{ in the Euchariſt. Beſides, the Types and Sa- 
| craments of the Old Teſtament were infti- 
tuted that the Faithful ot thoſe times might 
come to the knowledge of the things. typihi- 
ed and fgnified, for the Salvation of. their 
Souls: But the Faithful under the Old Telta- 
ment never came to the knowledge of the 
Euchariſt by the Paſchal Lamb ;and though 
they had come to the knowledge of it, yet 
they had no. benefit thereby. In a word, 
ſeeing the Paſſeover and the Euchariſt are 
Types, Images, and Signs, of Jeſus Chriſt, 
tis 


to 
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tis very impertinene to ſay that the Paſl>- 
over is the Type of the Euchatilt, becauſe: 
Type 1s not properly 'the- Type. of thr 
Type, but only of the- ehing typified : 
the Image of Cxſar-is not the Image of ano-- 
ther Tmage of Czſar, but only of Cz/ar him- 


10. Secondly, Ianſwer, thatthe excellence 
of one Sacrament above another, mult be 
drawn from its form and efficacy, and nor 
form its matter, becauſe it is form that chiet-- 
ly gre being to things compoſed of matter 

form. But the form. of. Sacraments de-- 
pends on the words of Inftitution ; becaulc: 
being Signs of divine Inſtirution, their form 
can only depend uponthe will of God, who- 
chooſerth -" certain things to ſignifte other 
things ; and chis wil ofGod cannot be known: 
but by.: revelation, which is the Wo:d ; fo 
that it is properly ſaid, that the word joyncd: 
with the- Element: makes the Sacrament: . 
Therefore although : the Sacrament of the 
Pafſeover be more excellent than the Eucha-- 
riftin reſpe& or'ies matter,becauſethePalchal 
Lamb and its blood, are moreexcellenrt than 
the Bread and Wine oftheEucharift;and char 
the Lamb'and its blood have a greater ana-- 
logy with Jeſus —_— and his blood ſhed - | 
| Is | me. 
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the, Croſs, than the Bread and Wine of the 
Euchariſt have ; yet the Sacrament of the 
Euchariſt is much more excellent than that 
of the Paſſeover in reſfe& of its form,which 
depends on the words of Inſtitution, becauſ: 
that at the Inſtitution of the Sacrament of 
the Paſſeover, God ſpake not one word of 
the principal end for which he did inſtitute 
it, viz, to be the Type of Jeſus Chriſt and 
his death : But at the Inſticution cf the Sa- 
crament of the Euchariſt, Chriſt declared in 
expreſs terms, that he did inftitute'the eat- 
ing of the Fread broken, and the drinking 
of the Wine poured into the Cup, to be com- 
memorative ſigns of himſelf, and his death. 
The Sacrament of the Euchariſt is yet more 
excellent than that of the Paſſeover, in re- 
ſpect of its efficacy, which depends on two 
things, viz. on the form, which being moze 
manifeſt in the Euchariſt, doth alſo operate 
with more efficacy, and alſo becaule it re- 
preſentsa thing paſt, viz. the death of Chriſt: 
Butthe knowledge of things paſt is more clear 
and perfe& than the knowledge of things to 
come; and weare moretoucht with the me- 
mory of things paſt, when ſome ſymbol 
brings them to our thoughts, than when we 
conſider things to ceme, throughclouds and 
ſhadows, To this I add that the _—_ and 
ine 
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Wine of the Euchariſt have a greater Analo- 
gie with Jeſus Chriſt than the Paſchal Lamb 
had, in one reſpe&t, wiz. in regard of the 
ſpiritual nouriſhment which we receive by 
Chriſt's death; for as Baptiſm is the Sacra- 
ment of our ſpiritual Birth, ſo the Eucharilt 
isthe Sacrament of our ſpiritual nouriſhment. 
But this nouriſhment is much |better repre- 
ſented by Bread and Wine, which arethe or- 
dinary nouriſhment of our bodies, than by a 
Lamb. 

Laſtly, TI anſwer, that it is far leſs incon- 
venient to-give ſome prerogativeto the Paſle- 
over above the Euchariſt, (wiz. to give ita 
more excellent matter and Analogie ) than 
to aſſert the corporal preſence of Chrilt in 
the Hoſt, by an unheard of Tranſubltanti- 
ation, which deſtroys the nature of Sacra- 
ments, gives our Lord a mon{trous Body, 


includes notorious abſurditics and contradi- 


ion, and gives the lye to Senſe, Reaſon, 
and holy Scripture; as hath been proved. 
Objettion. 2. 

IT. The third Objection was:propoſed at 
Ni{mes, Arno 1657. by the Jelaite S. R4- 
gaut, thus: God doth communicate , or. 
can. communicate. to the creature. in a finite 
degree- that which he pofleſſerh in infinite 
degree. For example; God hath an infinire 
power, 
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powef, whereby he can doallrhingsat once ; I 
therefore he communicates, or can commu. |ſ+ 
nicate to the creature a finite and limited | 
rower, whereby it ray do divers things at 
once as appears in a man, for he canſee,hear, 
talk, and walk ar the ſame time, God hath 
alſo an infinite wiſdom and knowledge 
whereby he knows all things at once; there. 
fore he communicates or can communicate 
to the creature a finite knowledge, where- 
by ic may know divers things at once. And 
even fo God hath a virtval infinite extent, 
which is called mmenſny, whereby he fills 
all things and all places at once : Therefore 

. God communicates or can communicate to 
the creature, wiz. to a body, a finite extent 
whereby it may fill divers , and occu- 
py ſeveral places at once. Whence it fol- 
lows that Chriſt's Body may be in divers 
places ar the ſame time, wiz. in Heaven and 
i the Holt. LI 

Anſwer. 

12. To this I anſwer, That as God can- 
not be in two places ( for example in Hea- 
ven and upon Earth ) without'being in all 
thoſe places that are between both, (for 
then he would be diſtant, and feparated 
from himſelf) ſo Chnift's Body cannot be in 
two dittartplaces, viz, at Pars and at Rome, 

in 
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ce ; fin Heaven and upon Earthin the Hoſt with-: . 


nu- 


red 


| at 


out being in all thoſe places that are between 
both; for then it would be diſtant and fepa- 
rated from irſelf, which is impoſlible,as hath 
bean ſufficiently proved. Therefore ſeeing 
Chriſt's Body is not in all places betwcen Pa- 
rs and Rem, and berween Heaven azid 
Earth, /ir follows thar it is not in Heavenand 
upon Earth in the Hoff, nor at Pars and 
Rome in-confecrated Hoſts. So that to tnake a 
Creature, for example, the Body of Chriſt, 
partaker of Gods exrent or mmenlity, it is 
{ufficient that as God by his infinite extent 
occupies all places, ſo Chrilt's Bodv ſhould 
by irs infinite extent occupy ſome place. Bur 
if to make ir partake in a fmite degree of 
this divine attribute of immentity, it malt. 
be in divers places, yet it is fufficient-thar ie 
be in divers places fucceflively, and not at 
once ; or if to make-ir partake of this at- 
tribure iramulſt be in divers places at once; 
= it' is dufficient that ir occupies them 
y its. ſeveral parts; for Example, that 
the Head be in one place, and the Feet. 
in another, &c. 'It+ a word, that it be 
without diſcontinuance '-or- ſeparation, ' as 
God is every where without diſcontinuance. 
Thus the Katned, Maſter Bruguict then an- 
| iwered, 
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| ſwered, and much better; but I cannot re- 

member his full and compleat anſwer. 
Objettion 4. 

I _ fourth Obje&ion is this. | If di- 
vers bodies may miraculouſly be in one and 
the ſame place, then it alſo follows, that one 
body may miraculouſly be in divers places, 
there being no more difficulty or impaflibi- 
lity in the onethan in the other : But divers 
bodies may miraculouſly be in one and the 
ſame place ; for Jeſus Chriſt came into the 
room where his Diſciples were the doors he- 
ing ſhut, which he could not have done, if 
his Body had not penetrated the doors. - Be- 
ſides, itis faid that Jeſus. Chriſt was born of 
the Virgin Mary, and conſequently Mary was 
a Virgin both before and after his Birth, 
which could not have been if Jeſus. Chriſt 
had not penetrated her belly and come forth: 
without fraction or overture. Laſtly, Jeſus 
Chriſt penetrated the ftone that was laid on 
his Sepulchre when he roſe again ; and it is 
faid that he penetrated the. Heavens when, 
he aſcended. | 

= Anſwer. - 

ia: J this, I antwer;.. Firſt, That it is 
not iaid that Jeſus Chriſt cams in, the doors 
being ſhut; for: theſe. are the words, The 


ſame 


/ 
| 
{ 
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ſame day when it was evening, and the doors 


having been ſhut for fear of the Fews, Feſws 
came, &Cc. which words do indeed ſhew the 


time. when Jeſus came in unto his Diſciples, 
but not the manner of his entry. by penetra- 
tion 3 but if the words betranſlated, the doors. 
being ſhut, and that they do import that the 
doors were not opened by any body, yer 
they do notexclude the opening of them in 
the twinkling of an eye by the divine power, 
ſith we have examples of this in holy Scrip- 
ture; for As 5. we read that (the Apoſtles 
went out of Priſon, though the doors had 
been faft ſhut ; but it is ſaid, ' that rhe Angel * 
of God opened them. And Atts 12. The docy of 
the Prilmo ed to St. Peter of its own accord ; 
that is, without bging opened by any body. 
And fo it is ſaid that Jeſus Chriſt entred, zhe 
doors being fant, or paving been ſhut ; which ex- 
cludes the opening of them. by any body, 
but not the opening of them: by a divine 
power in ſo ſhort a time that it was undif- 
cernable. 

Secondly, I anſwer, That the Virgin Ma- 
ry was. a true- Virgin both: before and after” 
her delivery; if by beinga Virgin be meant 
not to-have had the company of a man ; 
but it 15. certain that Jeſus Chrilt came 
Qurt 
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out of the Virgins Belly: b ning her | 
womb; for it is ſaid, 3 by ye Foſeph 
and Mary carried Feſns to Feruſalem to preſent 
Jp Lord; as it i written mn —_ every 

et th the Womb, ſhall be holy wnto 
the Lord.” ar 

Thirdly, I anfwer, that Jeſus Chriſt did 
not penetrate the ſtone that was laid on his 
Sepulchre ; for it is ſaid, St. Maztrh. 28. That 
th: Angel of God rolled it back from the door of 
the Sepulchre. ; 

Fourthly, 'I anſwer, That when it'is ſaid, 
Heb. 4. that Jeſus Chrilt penetrated the Hea- 
vens, we muſt underſtand it improperly, 
in the ſame manner as it is commonly faid 
thar an Arrow penetrates the Air; that is; 
the Air gives way to the Arrow that paſſeth 
—_ che Air ; and fo Jeſus Chriſt pene- 

» the Heavens; becauſe the Heavens 
gave way 'to his Body, and not that the Hea- 
vens and his Body were in one and rhe ſame 


5. All the Romiſh Doors agree with 
us, that modal accidents (which are nothing 
ele bur 'the manners 'of the' being -of ſub- 
ftances ;-. as AQtion,' Pallion; Relation, Fi- 
gure, Fc.) catmior be-without-a ſubje&t, ns 
not by the power of God himfelt. Bur all 
the Objections by which they endeavour to 
prove 


- 
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rove that the accidents of the Bread .and 


Vine may exiſt without a ſubjeRt, (that is; 


ithout their ſubſtance) do prove the {ame 
ing of modal accidents too. -- So that 1 
all not ſtay now to repeat -thoſe Ob- 


E&@4ions with their Anſwers, which are fet 


own at large in my diſpute about the Eu- 
variſt, 
Objection -5. 


16. The fifth Obje&ion is drawn from 
al. 1.in theſe words, From the riſang of the 
n unto the going down of the ſame, my Name 
i be great among the Gentiles ; and mm evary. 
ce ſhall theygffer Incenſe to my Name and anew 
d pureOffermmg: Where by this new and 
ffering, nothing can be underſtood but the 
acrifice of theMaſs; becauſe by this offering 
e cannot underſtand Prayers, Alms, Con- 
tion of heart, and other good works,which 
re ſometimes in Scripture called Oblations' 
d Sacrifices : For the Prophet Malachi pro- 
ſeth a new offering ; But Prayers, Alms, 
ndother good works were commonamongſt 
ie Jews; and beſides, they of the Reformed 
hurch do believe that all the actions of the 
ichful are polluted, and the Prophet ſpeaks 
{ a pure and clean offering. Again, by this 
offering 


( 132 ) 

offering which Malachi ſpeaks of, cannot by 
underſtood Lambs, Bulls, and fuch like 4 
nimals, which were wont to be ſacrificed inf 
Soloman's Temple; becauſe the Prophet pre 
miſoth that ic ſhall be offerd in every plad 
even amongſt the Heathen. Laſtly, By & 

ing cannot be underſtood the bloody 
Sacrifice which Jeſus Chrift offered on ti 
Crofs, becauſe that bloody Sacrifice was oliff 
fered but once upon Mount Calvary in Je 
dee, and the Prophet ſpeaks of an Oblatic 
that ſhall be offered in every place : There 
fore by this offering muſt be underftood the, 
Sacrifice of the Body and Blood of Chriſt 
under the ſpecies of the and Wine 


which is nothing elſe but the Maſs. 


Anſwer. 

17. Tothis I anſwer, Firſt, That by 
offering whereof Malachi ſpeaks, muſt be 
underſtood that ſpiritual Worſhip and Ser- 
vice which Believers ſhould perform untc 
God under the New Teſtament, which i 
compriſed in that ſacrifice which they offer 
to God both of their perſons and rehigious 
actions ; and this is the reaſon why St. Paw, 
Rom. 12. ſpeaks thus, I beſeech you therefor: 
Brethren, by the mercies of God that ye preſent 

ol your 
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ot bajour bodies a living Sacrifice, holy, - acceptable 
ce Amo God, which brody rea[onable vice. And 
2d inf64p. 1 5, ſpeaking ofthe-grace that was given 
T5 T7 of God, he ith, it:as gruen him that be 
plac nn, of Cri the Gentiles, 


AM i l God, the offering uy 
f the Gemtiles might be acceptable, bes | 
pe pra {ones 


5 ofiby this oblation w f Malachi , WE 
Jenuſt not underſtand the offering of Chriſt's 
Body and Blood under the accidents, of 
Bread and Wine, but the offering up of the 
's CON: and religious actions. of thoſe that 
zould be brought,unto God by'the preach- 
oy the Goſpel, and particularly the Gen- 


18. Secondly, I anſwer, That in the 
whole paſlape of Malachi aboye cited, the 
words new offering are not to be found, but 
x} only clear offering. And though a new of- 
er tering had been there ſpoken of, yet I fay 
ito that things may be faid tobe new, when be- 
| 5 ing ſpoiled and corrupted, they are reſtor- 
ter ed and. made found again. But the ſervice of 
Fl God which had been corrupted under the 
w, Law, was re eſtabliſhed by Jeſus Chriſt and 
T7: his Apoſtles under the Goſpel, fo that: ' all 


"© things were made new _: a new Time, viz. 
| the 
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the. time. of the preaching of the Goſpel ; #* 
new. People, wiz. the Chriſtian People ;o* 
new place, wiz. all-parts of the World, andF.. 
' notat Feruſalem only ; a now” Prayer, vic 
the Lord's Prayer ; new Sacraments; with” 
Bapriſem and the Lord's Supper and » 
reaching, viz. the preaching of Salvation t 

by Jefas Chrift. --- 


m 


- 19, Thirdly, Lanfwer, that-che Oblac » x 
which is offered unto God under the Goff 


Religion is pure, 


madny failings in thoſe that 


ies a living Sacrifice, Holy, 
aCceptableto Gad, be compaſied about with 
many infirmities, and thar:their Religious 
- ations. be accompanied with divers failings, 
yet-their perſons and works may be faid 
to be pure and clean in Jeſus Chrift, in 
whoſe name they are preſented ro God ; fo 
that although they cannot of themſelves 
pleaſe or fatisfie God ; yer as they are Mem- 
bers of Chriſt they are reputed holy before 
God ; For it is theſe St. Peter ſpeaks of in 
Epiſt. 1 chap. 2. ho, as living ſtones, are 
built. up a ſpiritual houſe, a holy Prieſthood, to 


offer 


ICS noe c- e_—_—s 4a >  ——_— 
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\ Mer "p ſpiritual Sacrifices, acceptable to God by 


fe Chriſt. And fg ourfacritices are a pure 
a$0d clean offering , but it- is through Jeſis 
je $rilty who covers themmwith his purity and 
,;F$oline, fo that the defects of them. are-nor 

Fuputed to us.. {To this I add, That beſides 


- WE. pertect purity which we have by the im- 
uation of Chanlt's RG Fl have 
ge 2 purity begun by the Holy Ghoſt ; of 
ch St. Pawl{peaks Ro. 15.in theſe words, 
t tbe offering of the Genliles might be accepta- 
, being ſanttsfied by the Holy Ghoſt ; for that 
hich God hath decreed, Jeſus Chrift hath 
urchaſed; and the Holy Ghoſt hath 


ar 1cputed by God perie&t and compleart. 
x ind St. Pawl ſhews dearly the truth of what 
ly th been ſaid. x Tim.-2. 8. in theſe words, I 
hc that men prey every where, lifting up holy 


ws $4245, without wrath and doubting. And Epbeſ 

ps Fe a Chriſt lowed the Church, and gave bim- 

| 8 for it, that be might Saudtifie and cleanſe it 

th the waſhing of water by the word, that be 

ſo $2 preſent it to bimſelf, a glorious C burch, not 

es o%ing [pot or wrinkle, or any ſuch thing, but 
n- {at *t ſhould be holy and without blemiſh. 


Ob- 
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\ Objefton'6; 


/ 20, The " ObjeRion is WE) | 
Gen. 14. in theſe words : And Melchiſeds 
King of Salem ,bringin forth Bread and Wine(Y 
hos «dr a Prieſt) ) bleſſe Uk And from P/al. rt 
and from Heb. 7. where it is ſaid; '7hon a: 
Prieſt for ever after the order of Melchiſeds 
From which words our Adverfaries arpiif 
thus.” Firſt, They ſay that Jeſtis Chriſt 
Prieſt, not after the Order of Aaron, but if 
terthe orderof Melchiſedec; the differencels 
tween Aaron and Melthiſedec confiſting inthi 
viz that Aaron and the other Levitical Priet 
offered bloody Sacrifices; killing and ſheddir 
the blood of Beaſts, which they facrificed 
God, as a Sign and Figure of the bloody 
crifice of Jeſus Chriſt on the Croſs. But #4 
chiſedec offered an unbloody ſacrifice; i | 
when he went to meet Abraham returninffi 
from the ſlaughter of the Kings, he offered 
God Bread and Wine. And ſeeing this Bre: 
and Wine offtered-to God by Melebiſede vel 
ſigns and Types of Chriſt's Body and Bloolif 
Jeſus Chriſt was obliged to offer an unblood 
facrifice, viz. his Body and Blood under tit 
Tpecies of Bread and Wine, which he dt 


{ 
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t the inſticution and celebration of the Sa- 
rament of the Euchariſt,” that ſo the reality 


if che thing typified might anſwer thoſe ſha- 


Yows and. Types. Secondly, "Fhat although 
B/ichiſedec had brought all this Bread and 
ine for the refreſhment of Abraham and 


| is Army thatreturned from theſlaughter of 


e Kings, yer he firſt offered it to God,and 


-41en gave it tothem, that ſo they. might par- 


ke ofthe ſacrifice of Bread and Wine. And 
- 2 Fe reaſon of this is, becauſe the Scripture 
+ Mich that Abraham returned from the Battle 
Sith great ſpoils; among which there was 

eat and drink enough for the refreſhment 
Wt himſelf and his People: alſo it ſaith expre{- 
that Abraham's People had taken fuchre- 
eſhment as was neceſſary before Melchiſe- 
c met them z and conſequently they had no 


1,Mecd oftheBread and Wine which he brought, 


cept it had been to partake ofthe ſacrifice 
* - Wf the Bread and Wine which he offered. 
J hirdly, They ſay this is ſtrongly proved by 
&c following words, fcr he was "_ of the 
ne'2f high God, which thews the realon why 
elchiſedec brought Bread and Wine, viz. to 
ake an oblation or offering -of it to God ; 
Jr if he had brought this Bread and Wine 
Kor the refreſhment of Abraham and his Peo- 


ple, 
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4 1ObjeHiow'6; oO» 


20; The ſixth Obje&ion is drawn for 


t t 


f t 


OV 


Gen. I4. in theſe words : And Me cnhnede Of 
King of Salem ,bri y ferry Yre(fll" 
(4 


be was aPrieſt) ble | 
and from Heb. 7. where'it is ſaid; '7 hou a 


him. And from P/al.r10_* 


Prieſt for ever after the order of Melchilede” 
nb rat) hy our nn avi 
thus. Firſt, They ſay that Jeffis Chriſt SF. 
Prieft, not after the Order of Aaron, but if: 
terthe order of Melchiſedec; the differenceb 
tween Aaron and Melthiſedec conſiſting inthif 
Viz that Aaron and the other Levitical Prietlf 


offered ary fey ; killing and ſheddinfl 


the blood of Beaſts, which they facrificed ti 
God, as a Sign and Figure: of the bloody: 


crifice of Jefus Chriſt on the Croſs. But Mf® 


chiſedec offered an unbloody ſacrifice; fc 
when he went to meet Abraham returni 


from the ſlaughter of the Kings, he offered 4 | 
God Bread and Wine. And ſeeing this Brea 


and Wine offered-to God by Melchiſedee w 


ſigns and Types of Chriſt's Body and Blood 
Jeſus Chriſt was obliged to offer an unblood 


facrifice, viz. his Body and Blood under th 


Tpecies of Bread and Wine, which he dig* 


» 
[it 


(137 ) 
t the inſticution and celebration of the Sa- 
ramentof the Euchariſt,” that ſo the reality 


f the thing typified might anſwer thoſe.ſha- 


ows and. Types. Secondly, 'Fhact although 


lelchiſedee had: brought all this Bread and 


Vine for the refreſhment of. Abraham and 
is Army thatreturned from. the rof 


She Kings, yer. he. firſt —_—_ and 
ben gave. it tothem, that-ſo they.might par- 
ke ofthe ſacrifice of Bread and Wine. Kod 
Be reaſon of this is, becauſe the Scripture 


ith that Abraham returned from the Battle © 


Sith great. ſpoils; among which there was 
+ Meat and drink enough tor the refreſhment 
of himſelf and hisPeople: alſo it faith expret- 
#1 that Abraham's People had taken fſuchre- 
Fcſhment as was neceſſary before Melchiſe- 


met them ; and conſequently they had no 


Sced oftheBread andWine which he brought, 


xcept-it had been to partake ofthe ſacrifice 


$f the Bread and Wine which he offered. 
hirdly, They ſay this is ſtrongly proved by 
ſic following words, for he was wm of the 
ſt high God, which ſhews the reaſon why 
$4/chi/ſedec brought Bread and Wine, viz. to 


a 
8 or the refreſhment of Abraham and his Pea- 
ple, 


nake an oblation or offering -of it to God ;z 
xr if he had brought this Bread and Wine 


( 138) 
ple, the would have ſaid thathe h: 

_ Bread. and Wine, becauſe th: 
Abr and his Army being faint and tirec 
had need of meat and drink ; but ir ſpeal 
nothing of this: On the contrary it faith th; 
hnbTT Bread and Wine, for he was Pri: 

They lay that Feſws Chriſt i a Pris 

ho ever, warn the order of Melchiſedec; and ſe 
ing there can be no Force woo 6 
there can be no eternal Prieſt without an 
ternal or perpetual ſacrifice. But the ſacrifi 
of the-Crofs was offered but once, and car 
not be reiterated, for Fe/as Chriſt dyeth 10 1c 
Rom. +6. Therefore there muſt be anothe 
perpetual ſacrifice in the Church, which Jek 
Chriſt offereth by the hands of Prieſts hi 
can be nothing elſe bur the ſacrifice of t 
Mals, viz, the ſacrifice of Chriſts Body an 
Blood under the ſpecies of the Bread : 
Wine, typified by the ſacrifice of the Breaf 
and Wine of Melchiſedec. 
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Anſwer. 


21. To this I anſwer, Firſt, That & 
Hebrew word doth not ſignifie bringm 
but brought, drew out, cauſed to be broug 
-"0 but our Adverſaries falſifie the T 

thu 
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af thus, to make way for another folſification, 
J viz. to put theſe words in a Parentheſis, (for 
>< he was Prieſt ;) inſtead of putting without a 
d Parentheſis, and be was a Prieſt; 1o that we 
4 may ſay intheſe ſew words they have made 
| three falſifications, firſt, when they tranſlate 
of it proferens, that is bringing, inſtead of tran- 
4 flating it protlit, that is brought or drew 
ut : Secondly, when they tranſlate it erat 
J enim Sacerdos, that is, for he was a Prieft : in- 
ſtead of tranſlating it, and he was a Prieſt. 
oF Thirdly, when they tranſlace it benedixit ez, 
ll that is, bleſſed him inſtead of tranſlating ir 
I & benedixit ei, that is and be bleſſed him. And 
ef} !o of three different propoſitions, vis. Mel- 
chi/edec alſo brought Bread and Wine, and he 
was Prieſt, and he blefled him ; chey have 
made but one, with a Parentheſis thus : Mel- 
inf c<iſedec bringing Bread and Wine(for he was 
£202 Prieſt) bleſſed him. | 
22. Secondly, I an{wer that the Hebrew 
word uſed by Moſes, ſignifies commonly 
brought, drew out, cauſed to be brought, 
cauſed tobe drawn out, cauſed to come, &c. 
But we muſt not ſtray from the proper ſig- 
4 nification of words but upon very great ne- 
J ceſlity, which appears not in this Text. And 
although this Hebrew word ſhould ſignitie 
f brought to offer, and that it ſhould be taken 
G 


for 
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. for sffered, yet our Adverſaries would gai 
__ by it 3 for it 5 not ſaid in the Tea 
that he brought Bread and Wine to offer 
unto God : but we muſt rather expound it 
thus, viz. that he brought Bread and Wing 
to offer and preſent it to, Abraham: And in- 
deed the following words, wiz.- and. bleſſed 
him, do clearly ſhew it, for the Pronoun 
Relative hip, relates to Abraham, according 
to the expoſition of the Apoſtle, Heb. 7. 
where he ſaith expreſly that Melchiſedec met 
Abraham aud bleſſed him. And a little after 
he faith, that Melchiſedec bleſſed him that had 
the promiſes ; and that the leſs a bleſſed of the 
greater. But if theſe words, he brought Bread 
end Wine, muſt be expounded thus , he offer- 
ed Bread and Wine to God, then it mult ne- 
ceffarily follow that Melchiſedec blefled God 
and not Abraham; for in theſe words, wiz. 


he offered Bread and Wine to God, and 


bleſſed him, the Pronoun 4im can relate to 
none but God. 

23. Thirdly, I anſwer, That Melchiſedec 
brought Bread and Wine to Abrahazn.to re- 
treſh him and his People, and not to offer 
unto God. Bellarmine in Book 1. of the Maſs, 
chap. 6. confeſleth that Melchiſedec brought 
Bread and Wine to Abraham to refreſh him 
and his People, who returned faint and ores 
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from the laughter of the Kings, which #: 
true 3 Hut he adds that Fefas Chriſt had of- 
tered it toGod before, which is falfe, and 
cannot be proved. Ferom in hy Epiſtle to 
Evayyies Writes that the Jews underſtood 
it that AMelchiſedec meeting Abrahams after 
his victory, BYY-**KIMREad and Wine to re- 
freſh him anOfisPEople. Foſephrs writing 
this Hiſtory, ſaith that Adelchiſedec preſent- 
ed Bread and Wine to Abraham to refreſh 
him and his Army. Damaſcene, Book 4. of 
the Orthodox Faith, faith, that Aelchiſed.c 
treated Abrabam with Bread and Wine. 

24. Fourthly, The Reaſons of our Ad- 
verſaries, mentioned in the Objections to 
prove that AMelchifedec brought Bread and 


ne to Abrabam that he might ke of 
the Sacrifice which he had ———_ not 
conſiderable ; wiv. becauſe Abraham return- 
ed from the Battle with great ſpoils, and 
fo there was meat and drink enough for him 
and his People ; and that they had taken 
their repaſt before Melchiſedec met them, 
&c. Theſe Reaſons, I fay, are inconſidera- 
ble, becauſe although Abraham. had great 
ſpoils, yet he reſtored all to the King of 
Sodom, and though his People had eaten and 
drank of ſuch as they found amongſt the 
ſpoils, yet it is not ſaid that Abraham did 
G 2 cat 
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eat and drink ; and though both he and his 
People had eaten-and drank,yet it is not ſaid 
how long it was ſince, and that they had 
noneed of more proviſion; and though they 
had no need-of more, yet Melchiſedec not 
knowing that they had eaten and drank, did 
that which prudent it to do,vR, 
provide all that may be ng 
cellity. - 

25. Fifthly, I anſwer, that the principal 
reaſon which our adverſaries bring to prove 
that Melchiſedec oftered unto God Bread and 

Wine, viz. becauſe it is in the Hebrew Text 

for he was Prieſt, is a manifeſt falſification , 
for it isin the Hebrew Text,and he was Prieſt; 
Alſotheold Latine Interpreter ,and theGreek 
Septuagint tranſlate it as we do, wiz. and be 
was Prieſt. Andit is very probable that this 
paſſage hath been corru od in Ferom's Latine 
Tranſlation, becauſe in his Hebrew Queſti- 
ons, and in his Epiſtle to Evagrizs, he tran- 
ſlates it,* and he was Prieſt. St. Cyprian in his 
Epiſtle to Cecilizs, and St. Auguſtm, Book 4. 
of Chriſtian Dc&rine, chap. 12. and elſewhere 
tranflate it, and be was Prieſt. So that al- 
thaugh the Hebrew particle uſed by Moſes, 
do ſometimes ſignifie, for, yet ſeeing that 
both its proper and common figmtication is 


and; 


._ hcaſeof ne 
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and; and for that one place:where it ſigni- 
fies for, there are a thouſand at leaſt where 
it ſignifies and; and that there - is. nothing 
that obligeth us to tranſlate it for,it 15 evident 
that the Argument of our Adverſagies is of 
no force at all. Therefore it is more-perti- 
nent to refer theſe words, and hewas Prieft, 
to what follows, viz. and bleſſed him, than 
to what goes before, wiz. broug ht Bread and 
Wine. For as Melchiſedec, being a liberal 
King, brought Bread and Wine to Abraham, 
to refreſh him and his People ; fo as he was 
a Prieſt much more excellent than Abraham, 
he bleſſed him. And though it ſhould be- 
tranſlated for he was Prieſt, yet it would not 
follow_that Melchiſedec did Sacrifice Bread 
and Wine unto God, forit might be faid that 
Moſes would ſhew the reaſon” of the good 
will of Aelchiſedec toward Abrabamy viz. it 
was very. fit that he that was Piieſt of the 
moſt high God, ſhould teſtific his kindneſs 
to fo eminent a ſervant'of God as was Abra- 
bam, by pretenrieg Bread and Wine to him, 
whereof he thought there was need. 


26. Sixthly, I anſwer, That from what 
is laid, P[al. 10. and Heb, 7. VIR, that Je- 
ſus Chriſt is a Prieſt for ever, it will not fol- 
low that he muſt or himſelf overy day. 


3 
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in the Maſs, under the ſpecies of Bread and 


Wine, by the Miniſtry of Prieſts ; for the 
Apoſtle writing to the Hebrews, placeth the 
perpetuity of the Priefihood partly in this, 
viz. that there is no.need he ſhould be offer: 
ed any more, ſeeing by one oblation he hath 
conſecrated for ever thoſe that are ſan@ified; 
and partly in this, viz. that being exalted far 


above the Heavens, he interceeds continual- 


ly for us; for the Prieſthood conſifis in cer- 
tain functions, and in the vertue and effica- 
cy of them. And ſeeing there are two parts 
of Chriſt's Prieſthood, whereof one relates 
to the oblationof himſelf, which he offered 
on the Crofs, and the other to his intercefſi- 
oN ; it is certain that the vertue and efficacy 
of the oblation is eternal, and that the inter- 
| ceflion will continue unto the end of the 

World. 

_ 27. Seventhly, I anſwer, That in all the 
Holy Scripture where the Prieſthood of Me!- 
chiſedec is ſpoken of, three things only are 
mentioned of him, viz. that he was a Prieſt, 
that he was a Prieſt for ever, and that he 
was ſo with an oath, . according to the Ap- 
plication that is made of it co Jeſus Chriſt. 
in P/alm 110. and Heb. 7 in theſe words, The 
Lird hath ſworn, and will not repent, thou art 
# Prieſt for ever, a'ter the order of A 
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KKec ; but there is nothing at all ſpoken of - 


the Sacrifice of Melchiſedec, nor is it faid 
wherein it did conſiſt for as it was fit that 
all the offices which we find, - were born by 
the ' greateſt Kings, Prieſts, and, Prophets 
under the Old Teſtament, ſhould be colle- 
ted in the perſon of Meſſiah; which was 
done by propoſing them as Types and Fi- 
pures of Jeſus Chriſt ; and that the moſt i- 
luſtrious Type was Melchiſedec ; 10 it was 
more expedient not to ſpeak of the nature 
of the Sacrifice of Melchiſedec, becauſe it was 
not expedient then to ſpeak of the nature 
of the Sacrifice of the Mefliah. And there- 
tore although we know not the nature and 
quality of the Sacrifice of Mclchiſedec, yet 
we know that he was a Prieſt : Even as we 
know not in what manner he executed his 
Kingly office. 

28. Laſtly, I anſwer, that it is falſe that 
the difference between the Prieſthood of 
Melchiſedec and that of Aaron did conſfilt in 
this, viz. that Agron offered the bloody facri- 
tices of Beaſts, and Melchiſedec offered an 
unbloody Sacrifice of Bread and Wine. It is 
alſo falſe that the likeneſs of the Prieſthcod 
of Melchiſedes to that of Jeſus Chriſt Joth 
conſiſts in this, viz. that as Melchiſedec did 


- Ufacritice Bread and Wine, fo Chriſt did fa- 


crifice 
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dec and that of Aaron, and its likeneſs to that 
of Chriſt is quite another thing. - Firſt, He 
is called Melchiſedec, which being interpreted 
(as the Apoſtle faith, Heb. 7.) is King 
of Righteouſneſs; and then King of Salem, 
that is, King of Peace ; and herein he very 
well opens our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, who 
is ouly ing of Righteouſneſs, not only Þe 
cauſe he is Rio and was always with 
ont fin ; bur alſo becauſe by his ſatisfaRtion 
he, hath purchaſed Righteouſneſs for us, be 
mg made unto ws of God, Righteouſneſs. He is 
alſo truly King ou Pencs, in that he hath re; 
conciled men unto , made their peace 
with the Angels, and hath particularly re- 
commended peace to them. As for Aaron 
and other High Priefts, they were no Kings, 
muchleſs are the Prieſts of the RomiſhChurch 
fo, and conſequently cannot be after the or: 
der of Melchiſedec ; and they that have writ- 
ten the lives of the Popes have ſufficiently de- 
clared what Righteouſneſs and Peace they 
have procured for the true and faithful fer- 
Vants 


crifice hisBody and Blood under the ſpecies off, 
Bread and Wine: theſe are humane inventi:f,1 
ons, and are founded neither on Scriptureſ;, 
nor Reaſon, for on the contrary, the Apo-fig 
ſtle writing to the Hebrews, placeth the diff, 
ference between the Priefthood of Melchile 
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 Olffrants of Jeſus Chriſt, as I ſhall ſhew at large 
UWielfewhere. Secondly; The Apoſtle; Heb. 7. 
CI repreſents Melchiſedec to us as a man come 
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from Heaven, without Father ,without Mother, 
without deſcent, having neither beginning of Jays 


nor end of -Life : nor that he was really fuch 
2 one, but becauſe Moſes hath wholly con- 
cealed from us his Father, Mother, Deſcent, 
Birth and Death, thathe might be the Type 
of Chrift, who was without Father, as he is 
Man without Mother as God ; without de- 
ſcent both as God and as Man ; having nei- 
ther beginning of days as God, nor end of 
Life as God, or as . But the Fathers, 


"Deſcent, Birth, Death of Aaron,” and other 


High Prieſts are exactly deſcribed by Moſes. 
And there were never any Popes, Biſhops, 
or Prieſts, whoſe Parents, Birth, and Death, 
were not known, and conſequently they can- 
not be after the order of Melchiſedec. Third- 
ly, The Apoſtle adds, that Melchiſedec be- 
mg made like unto the Son of God, abideth a 
Prieſt for ever ; becauſe Moſes makes no men- 
tion of his Death, nor of any one that fuc- 
ceeded him in his Prieftly Office; that fo 
he might be the Type of Jeſus Chriſt, who 
never left his Prieſtly Office, but will exer- 
cile it until the end of the World, always 
interceeding for thoſe that are his, by pre- 
enting 
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hs is Sactifice to God the Father Gon-[" 
Ar for Huron ard other Priefts[4 
ED by” on py niengny ar d 
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and have hacoolions« and con Rh 
not after the order of Melebi/edec. Fourth : 
7. The Apoſtte faith lewis that Melchj- : 
edec took Tirhes of Abrebath, and adds thar p 
Malebifedec bteſfed hirh hat had the Prom 
ſes, vis. thraboaw; and thar the lefs is bleſ: . 
kd of thegrearer. Whence it appearsthaty 

Melchiſedec having taken Tithes of Abre 


| bem, and bleſſed him, atxd Ze'vs, ard all thelſ® 4 
Prigfts in his perſon, waxmoreexcellentthan ; 
Abraham, Levi, and allthe Priefts : Th which | 


eſpe be was a Type of Jeſis Chriſt, who 
was infinitely more excellent than Abrabmnl 
and his fucceſfors, becauſe he in whom all" 

the promiſes were fulfilled, muſt needs be]; 
incomparahly more excellent than: he that 
received thetn only. But I do not believe 
thar the Prieſts of the Royjſh Church are | 
bold asto prefer themſelves before Abraham | 
the Father of the Faithful, in whoſe Seed 
all the Nations of the earthare bleſſed z and 
conſequently are not after the Order of Me/- 
chiſedec. Fitthly, The Apoſtle never ſpake 
of the Sacrifice of Melchiſedec, fo far was he 
from comparing it with the facrifice of > 
us 
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Rs 2, 
/ Flus Chriſt, as being like it, or with that of 
Reb 44707, 25 being unlike it ; ſo that all that 
-qour Adverlaries fay of it, is nothing elſe 
x (put MCer humane invention. 
ef 29. I conclude my anſwer with this Ar- 
th. oo Jeſus Chriſt hath offered no Sacri- 
þ;.ice but after the order whereof he was eſta, 
2s bliſhed a Prieſt : Bzc he was eſtabliſhed a 
fl rielt after the order of Melchiſedec only, as 
of [>< Apoſtle obſerves : Therefore he hath of- 
wa fered no ſacrifice but after the Order of Mel- 
ve 02s/edec : But (according to the Rowiſh Doct- 
te f0's ) there is no other Sacrifice after the Or- 
" der of Melchiſedec, but that of the Maſs : 
ch Therefore (according tothe Romiſh Doors) 
" ſeſfus Chriſt hath offered no other Sacrifice 
» 0227 that of the Maſs. And ſecing (accord- 
an("g © them) the Sacrifice of the Maſs is an 
he f-nbloody Sacrifice,it follows that JeſusChriſt 
Mah hath offered no other Sacrifice, but an un- 
mo Sacrifice ; and conſequently he hath 
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"& [29 offered a bloody Sacritice on the Croſs, 
am (vÞich is blaſphemy. oo «IT COepe 
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THE END. 


